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Current Topics. 


Freedom from Interruption by Judges. 


WE Earn on good authority that, during the lengthened 
hearing of the ap in which a Lord Justice was interested, 
the judges altogether abstained from any observations or inter- 
ruption of counsel. This beneficial example of judicial dignity 
and reserve ought surely to have some ‘aitents on the practice 
of certain judges in the other division of the same court. 


The Land Registry. 


WE vsvatty learn something as to the pending schemes of 
the Land Registry from the statements of persons who have 
undertaken to give them a recommendation to the public, and 
with a view thereto have interviewed the heads of the office. 
We look forward, therefore, with some interest to a paper on 
“Some Aspects of Registration of Title to Land,” that is to 
be read by Mr. J. R. Harr (of the Pelican and British 
Empire Life Office) before the Institute of Actuaries on 
Monday next. This body, of course, has no connection with land, 
and except as regards the insurance scheme, has presumably no 
information enabling it to judge of the merits or demerits of 
the system; but this, our readers should understand, is no 
objection to their approving it, so as to add to the testimonials in 
its favour which will be laid up in lavender for the inquiry into 
its working which, when convenient to the office, will no doubt 
be instituted. 


Writ of Error. 
WE aD occasion in a previous issue (ante, p. 233) to discuss 
the remedy in criminal cases by writ of error, and we drew 
attention to the fact that the Government had been led to con- 
sider how far this procedure might be applied where an illegal 
sentence had been brought to their notice, but the prisoner, from 
ignorance or poverty, had taken no step to reverse it. It is laid 
down in Bacon’s Abridgment that no person can bring a writ of 
error to reverse a judgment who is not a party or privy to the 
record, or who is not injured by the judgment, and, Kd 
will not derive advantage from the reversal thereof. This 
appear to confine proceedings by writ of error to the defendant, 
21 
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but there is some authority in favour of a different view; and 
the matter was finally referred to the law officers for their 
opinion. This opinion has now been given, and we understand 
that the Crown is advised—in order to avoid any doubt as to the 
existing law—to instruct a solicitor to apply, in the name of the 
defendant, for the writ whenever there is ground for considering 
that the sentence is an illegal one. 


Repairing Leases. 

THERE 18 a steady increase in the number of Londoners who 
live in flats, and their freedom from liability to repair their 
tenements appears to have begun to influence those who are 
about to enter upon the occupation of dwelling-houses. It is 
not many years since the householder was quite willing to accept 
a lease of a house for a term of seven, fourteen, or twenty-one 
years, or even for a longer term, containing covenants on his 
part to repair the premises and to leave them in repair at the 
end of the term. Now, however, we hear that there is less dis- 
position to secure aterm, and that the impatience of any liability 
to repair leads many persons to content themselves with a 
tenancy from year to year. Such a tenancy might 
well be supposed to expose the tenant to risk and 
inconvenience, for the landlord in an improving neigh- 
bourhood might wish to raise the rent and endeavour 
to carry out his wishes by the threat of a notice to quit. But 
tenants seem willing to incur this risk, thinking that they may 
be able to remove without much discomfort to some one or other 
of the large number of unoccupied houses in the residential 
quarters of the metropolis. It may well happen that landlords 
may find it expedient to relinquish some of the more onerous 
covenants in their leases, and to seek to recoup themselves by 
an enhanced rent. 


The Bills of Exchange Act Amendment Bill. 


Taz Bills of Exchange Act Amendment Bill, which is 
expected to be introduced in the House of Commons this 
session, consists of one clause, as follows: ‘“‘A banker receives 
payment of a crossed cheque for a customer, within the meaning 
of section 82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, notwith- 
standing that he credits his customer’s account with the amount 
of the cheque before receiving payment thereof.” The 
object of this Bill is to amend the law as laid down in 
Gordon vy. The Capital and Counties Bank (1903, A. CO. 240). 
In that case it was held that bankers are protected by 
section 82 of the Bills of Exchange Act, 1882, only where they 
receive payment of a crossed cheque as agents for collection 
for a customer, and that they are not so protected when they 
receive payment as holders of the cheque on their own account. 
In accordance with this ruling, the appellant bank, which had 
credited a customer with the amounts of cheques as soon as they 
were handed to his account, and allowed him to draw against 
the amounts so credited before the cheques were cleared, was 
held not to be protected by section 82. This decision has given 
rise to much dissatisfaction in the mercantile world. It has 
been said that if bankers acted on the strict letter of the law, as 
there laid down, the entire business of the country would be 
paralyzed. The practice of crediting a customer’s account with 
cheques as cash before they are cleared or the money received 
for them, has become so prevalent that the exclusion of the 
banker from protection by the mere crediting of the cheque as 
cash is a definite danger and obstacle to business. 


Vagrancy. 


Nor rue least interesting part of the valuable report of the 
Departmental Committee on Vagrancy is the historical survey of 
the legislation bearing upon the subject. The existing law is 
the outcome of more than three centuries of legislation, begin- 
ning with an Act of 1495 (11 Hen. 7, c. 62) modifying one of 
the latest Statutes of Labourers (7 Rich. 2, c. 5). Its object was 
to save the coset of taking vagabonds to gaol and keeping them 
there by having them placed instead in the stocks. By an Act 
of 1530 (22 Hen. 8, c. 12) whipping was added as a further 
deterrent, owing to the increase of vagrancy. Five years later 
a Hen. 8, c, 25), an Act was passed by which the valiant 

ar might have the upper part of his right ear cut off. But 


———= 
so the next statute (1 Ed. 6, c. 3) was _— to arouse them tp 
a sense of their duty. Various amendments in the law 
made before a more comprehensive statute (14 Eliz. ¢, § 
passed, but itwas repealed in 1597 by another (39 Eliz. c. 4) which 
re-enacted most of its provisions. The law as laid down in 1597 
remained substantially much the same through the seventeenth 
and eighteenth centuries, though it was more than ong 
repealed and re-enacted, with amendments. This apligp 
legislation is noticeable for the severity of the punishments 
which was characteristic of all the criminal law of the peri 
rather than peculiar to the vagrant law. After the passing of 
the Act of 1713 (13 Anne c. 26), consolidating and amending the 
earlier statutes, the changes are chiefly remarkable for the now 
definitions of persons to be treated as vagrants, with the result 
that by the beginning of last century the law had become 
extremely complicated on account of the large number of people 
included within its provisions. All former statutes were re 
by the Vagrancy Act of 1824 (5 Geo. 4, c. 83). Since the 
establishment of the Poor Law Commissioners by the Act of 
1834, vagrancy has become one of the subjects involved in the 
heterogenous mass of legislation which is now receiving the 
attention of the Royal Commission. The thoroughness with 
which the committee have examined this branch of the subjeot 
should certainly enable Parliament to effect sound improvements 
with the object of combating a serious social evil. 


Compensation Payable by a Tube Railway. 


In THE case of Coburn v. Great Northern, Piccadilly, and 
Brompton (Tube) Railway Co., the high bailiff and a special 
jury sat, on the 14th of March, to assess the compensation 

ayable to the claimant in respect of houses in Long-acre held 
him under a lease of which sixty-nine years had not expired. 
It was stated that the tube, which was 120 feet below the level 
of the street, ran underneath the whole length of the frontage 
of these houses, which had in consequence been depreciated in 
value. It is scarcely necessary to say that the Lands Clauses 
Act, 1845, does not empower the promoters of an undertakin 
to compel a landowner to create an easement over his land, a 
where part of a house or other building or manufactory is 
tunnelled under, or arched over, the company are obliged, under 
section 92, to take the whole of the property, unless express 
provision to the contrary is inserted in the special Act. A large 
number of special Acts include easements, or similar rights 
under the definition of lands, or give special powers of purchasing 
or taking easements compulsorily, and the tube railway has 
availed itself of these powers. Compensation had been paid to 
the freeholders in respect of the easement to the amount of 
£63, and by section 10 of the special Act, the owners of property 
damaged by settlement or otherwise could claim compensation 
in respect of such damage within two years after the opening of 
the railway. There was no suggestion, as the case stood, of 
any physical damage to the claimant’s property, but it was 
contended on his behalf that he was entitled to compensation for 
the reduction in the saleable value of his premises owing to 
the proximity of the tube, apart from any physical damage 
which might afterwards be sustained. The question was an 
interesting one, and may on some future occasion be ‘decided ; 
but the jury, to whom the question of compensation,’ subject to 
the point of law, was submitted, found that the property had not 
been damaged by the tube, and gave their verdict for the 
defendants. We cannot help thinking that this verdict was 
founded on a belief that the prejudice of buyers against 
roperty beneath which tube railways have been constructed 
es sensibly abated. 


Limited Partnerships. 

Tue Brxt to establish limited partnerships, which has been 
introduced by Lord Avesury, provides that a limited yore 
must contain one or more persons, called general partners, 
who shall be liable for all debts and obligations incurred in the 
usual course of the partnership business by or on behalf of the 
firm, and one or more persons, to be called limited partners, 
who shall, at the time of entering into such partnership, 
contribute, or undertake to contribute, thereto a sum 
or sums as capital or property valued at a stated amount, 





the authorities were not active in exercising their authority, 
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the firm beyond the amount so contributed or to be contributed. 
By clause 6, an advance of money to a person or firm engaged 
jn, or about to engage in, any business upon the terms that the 

n advancing the same shall receive a share of the profite, 
ora rate of interest varying with the profits of the business, 
shall have the effect of an agreement for a limited partnership in 
that business, whether such advance does or does not purport to be 
byway of loan. By clause 7, a limited partner may from time to 
time inspect the books of the firm and examine into the state and 

pects of the partnership business, and he may advise with 
fis partners thereon, “ provided that nothing herein. contained 
shall give him authority to bind the firm.” Every limited 
partnership formed under the Act must be entered into for a 
fixed term, and is to be registered before the firm commences 
business, and the registrar is to be furnished with a copy 
of the partnership agreement, stating, among other particulars, 
the term for which the partnership is entered into and 
the sum contributed, and to be contributed, by each limited 
partner, and whether paid, or to be paid, in cash or how other- 
wise. Asimilar Bill was introduced in the year 1880, but was not 
proceeded with. Limited partnerships have for many years 
existed in America, and they have been approved of by eminent 
lawyers, including the late Lord Bramwe.t. That they will, at 
some future day, be sanctioned by the law of England 
we have little doubt, but a feeling has prevailed in the 
commercial world that it is unfair for a man to become a 
member of a concern without disclosing his name, and after 
making money by his venture, to be entitled to withdraw from 
it without being responsible for its liabilities. But it may be 
answered that the law already allows a man to supply goods on 
credit, or to make advances, to a firm to a large amount, and 
afterwards to withdraw such accommodation, without it being 
supposed that he has given a false standing or colour to the firm. 
There are also many foreign houses in this country who have 
only a representative partner who could be sued in our courts, 
though they have probably other partners residing out of the 
jurisdiction. The “ société en commandite,” regulated by the 
Code de Commerce in France, is an example of a limited 
partnership to which our French neighbours appear to have no 
objection. 


An Unexpected Result of the Truck Act. 


Taz pEcision of the House of Lords in Williams v. North’s 
Navigation Collieries (reported elsewhere) must, of course, be 
accepted as a correct interpretation of the law, but, none 
the less, it involves an absurdity. A master takes out a 
summons under the Employers and Workmen Act against 
a workman for breach of his contract gf service, and gets 
an order against him for the payment of a fine. This is 
equivalent to a judgment for the amount of the fine. He 
subsequently, in paying the man wages, deducts the amount of 
the fine from the wages earned. The question is, has he lawfully 
made this deduction, or must he pay the man who is indebted 
tohim without setting off the one debt against the other. The 
House of Lords has decided that he has not this right of set off, 
and that, in deducting the amount of the judgment debt from 
the amount of the wages earned, the master has infringed the 
provisions of the Truck Act, 1831. Section 3 of that Act 
provides that ‘‘the entire amount of the wages earned by, or 
payable to, any”? workman to whom the Act applies ‘‘shall be 
actually paid . . , in the current coin of this realm, and not 
otherwise.” Section 23 allows certain deductions which 
do not affect the present question. Now, it is to be 
noticed that the Act seems to recognize a difference 
between wages ‘“‘earned by” and wages “payable to” the 
workman. Hence it would seem that if the master reckons the 
amount of his obligation to the workman and pays that amount 
in coin, he has paid in coin all that is “payable to” the work- 
man. This was the opinion of the Court of Appeal, who over- 
ruled the decision of Buoxnitt, J. (1904, 2 nd B. 44), and 
decided that the Act does not make illegal the deduction from 
wages of a lawful debt due to the master. This decision has 


now been overruled by the House of Lords, who have 
decided that, in reckoning how much is payable as wages, 

except the deductions 
uppose, however, that the 


master can subtract nothin 
expressly sanctioned by the Act. 


master refuses to pay anything, then the workman, in order to 
recover his w will have to take out a summons under the 
Employers and Workmen Act or sue in the county court; and it 
is expressly provided by the last-mentioned Act that in such 
case the court may set off, the one against the other, all claims 
arising out of the relationship between the parties. Hence, the 
matter has been brought into this absurd position—that the 
master, who certainly has the right of set off, must either pay 
the workman money which he does not owe him, and which 
could not be recovered against him, or else he must refuse to 
pay what he is legally compellable to pay and is perfectly 
willing to pay, except under legal compulsion. This is certainly 
a consequence of the Truck Act which never could have been 
contemplated by the Legislature. It is an Act primarily 
intended to prohibit the payment of wages in goods, and to 
secure that wages shall be paid only in coin. To make any 
payment declared by the Act to be illegal is an offence. Hence 
a master who refuses to pay more than the law can compel him 
to pay, but is ready to pay that sum, is guilty of a criminal 
offence if he pays without compulsion the amount he owes and 
no more. He must wait to be sued. Such a state of things 
makes one inevitably call to mind Mr. Wettzr’s famous opinion 
of the law. 


The Exercise of Trusts for Sale. 


THE RECENT case of Grove v. Search (Times, 10th February), 
before Kexewicn, J., is a useful illustration of the circumstances 
under which the court will refuse to interfere with a sale by 
trustees acting under a trust for sale. Primd facie the sale, —— 
in accordance with the terms of the instrument of trust, is valid, 
but there may be circumstances, connected either with the 
manner or time of sale, or the price obtained, which will make 
it impeachable at the suit of the beneficiaries. In the present 
case a testator, who died in September, 1904, devised and 
bequeathed his residuary estate to trustees upon trust to sell, 
ol out of the proceeds to pay debts, and then to pay certain 
yearly sums to his widow and children. The will contained a 
power to postpone the sale. The testator’s property included a 
freehold house at Leamington which was subject toa mortgage 
for £3,500, and which was let on lease at £225 a year for twenty- 
one years from September, 1898, determinable by the tenant 
at the expiration of seven years. The house was valued for 
probate at £4,100, this valuation being accepted by the trustees 
from the beneficiaries’ solicitor, who had knowledge of property 
in the neighbourhood, and in December, 1904, the trustees 
placed it in the hands of a leading London firm of house agents 
with a view to sale. Negotiations were opened with the tenant, 
and the house was offered to him for £4,000, and then for £3,700. 
These offers were successively refused, and he made a counter 
offer of £3,000. The trustees naturally demurred to accepting 
this, but after obtaining a report from the house agents as to the 
probable deterioration in the valueof theproperty, and after taking 
counsel’s opinion, they determined to accept the £3,000, and acon- 
tract tosellat that price was entered into. The beneficiaries sought 
to have the sale set aside upon the ground that the trustees had 
acted with undue haste aud had sold at an undervalue, but upon 
neither ground did Kexewren, J., allow their claim, and his 
remarks upon the effect of a power of postponing a sale are 
worthy of attention. It is very seldom, he said, for the 
advantage of a trust estate that a sale should be postponed. It 
was usually better that it should take as soon as was 
reasonably ible, and the trustees had done right in desiring 
to realize the testator’s estate as quickly as possible in the 
present case. With regard to the price, the position of the 
tenant under his lease made it difficult, in the learned judge’s 
opinion, to find any other purchaser than the tenant himself. 
It was apprehended that he would determine the lease at the 
end of the seven years, and the trustees were advised that the 
house could not be relet at the same rental. Under the circum- 
stances the trustees were justified in selling for £3,000 notwith- 
standing the fact that this was less than the mo: debt, and 
that a much higher valuation had been acoep probate. 
A trustee, like other people, has to face the fact of the deteriora- 
of property, and it may well be that by postponing a sale the 
loss will increased. Under the circumstances, therefore, 





Kaxewicn, J., declined to set aside the contract for sale. 
e 
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Distress for Poor Rate. 


A somewuar novel point in the law of distress for poor rate 
was decided by Judge Bompas, K.C., at the Otley County Court 
last week. The plaintiff was one of the people known as 
‘ passive resisters,’ and in accordance with the policy of this 
persuasion, had refused to pay a portion of the poor-rate 
amounting to 2s. 3d. A distress warrant was issued, on which 
the police proceeded to levy execution. The defendant, who 
was a police constable, seized a silver watch belonging to the 
plaintiff, and locked it up in one of the police cells at the 
police station. He did not himself keep possession of 
the key, but hung it up on a nail in the police station. 
The watch was kept for five days, and was then sold for 15s 
The defendant retained, in addition to the other costs of levying 
the distress, a sum of 5s. which he alleged to be payable for 
‘possession of goods distrained.” It was to recover this sum of 
és. that the action was brought, the plaintiff contending that the 

olice were not entitled to debit him with this amount. The 
Judge, in giving judgment, said that the question turned almost 
entirely ou the provisions of two statutes, 57 Geo. 3, c. 93, and 
7 & 8 Geo. 4, c.17. The former Act applied only to distresses 
for rent, and provided that where the amount of the distress 
was less than £20, no charges should be made by the bailiffs 
except those mentioned in the schedule to the Act. In the 
schedule there is the item ‘‘man in possession, per day 
2s. 6d.” The latter statute extends the provisions of the former 
Act to the case of distress for poor rates, and expressly provides 
that, where the amount is under £20, the costs and charges 
allowed by the earlier Act, and no other, shall be payable. The 
defendant relied on a table of fees approved of by the Home 
Secretary under the Police Act, 1890, s. 23, containing an item 
“ keeping possession of goods per day under each distraint, 1s.” 
This Act provides for the payment of fees to constables for 
certain duties which they may be called upon to perform. Judge 
Bompas, however, held that this Act does not repeal the provisions 
of the two earlier statutes, and that, though it provides for certain 
fees to be payable to. police constables for certain duties, the 
meaning is-‘‘ payable by those who employ them ” for such duties 
The Act 57 Geo. 3, c 93, s. 1, provides that no charge shall be 
made for any act unless it shall have been really done, and it 
was on this ground that judgment was given for the plaintiff, 
the judge holding that there was no man in possession in any 
real sense. The case, we are informed, is to be taken to a 
higher court, on the ground, amongst others, that the facts did 
amount to possession in law. There will, of course, also be 
the point as to whether the provisions of the Police Act, 1890, 
impliedly repealed the two earlier statutes. It will be remem- 
bered that these same statutes were attacked in Headland v 
Coster (1904, 1 K. B. 219), where it was unsuccessfully argued 
before the Court of Appeal that they dre still in operation 
and are not impliedly repealed by the Distress for Rates Act, 
1849. 


Voting by Voting Papers. 

Unvegr the ordinary provisions of articles of association, voting 
may take place either by show of hands or by a poll, aud votes 
may be given either in person or by proxy; and in cases where 
a poll is demanded, it is to be taken “‘ in such manner and at such 
time and place” as the chairman of the meeting directs. The 
provision that voting may be by proxy has sometimes led to ques- 
tion as to the right of a proxy to vote for several principals upon 
a show of hande. Primd facie there is no reason why he should 
not doso. ‘The principals are present by their proxy and are 
each entitled to vote. But itis really a question of convenience. 
Voting by show of hands requires that each person present 
entitled to vote should give only one vote in this way, and it 
was settled in Lrnest v. Loma Gold Mines (Limited) (45 W. R. 
86; 1547, 1 Ch. 1) that this applies to proxies. 
**To hold,” said Linpiey, L.J., “ that on a show of hands a 
proxy has more than one vote is to introduce a mode of 
voting never heard of in practice, and not, in our opinion, 
required by law.” A poll, of course, is essentially different, and 


(54 W. R. 281; 1906, 1 Ch. 331) an attempt was mage 


to secure this result by sending out voting papers ty 
the members and asking for them to be returned marked 
“ for” or ‘‘against” each resolution and duly signed by the 
member within a specified time. This was done at the direction 
of the chairman. Such a mode of ascertaining the opinion 
of the members may be very convenient, and it was argued that 
it was justified by the provision of the articles which allowed of 
the poll being taken in such manner as the chairman might 
direct. It was held, however, that the article did not enable 
the chairman to give any direction which would enlarge the 
power of voting. The voting papers sent by post involve no 
attendance at a meeting, and though the result may shew 
the opinion of the shareholders, it does not record the decision 
of a meeting. There is a well-known form of article used in 
private companies which enables resolutions to be passed 
without the necessity of calling a meeting, but apart from 
such special provision, the voting on a resolution must take 
place by a person present either at the meeting or at the 
place where the poll is to be taken, though such person may 
be either the member or his proxy. Joyoz, J., decided, 
accordingly, that the proposed mode of voting was irregular, 
The case suggests, however, whether power to use voting papers 
might not conveniently be taken in articles of association, 


Judgments for Recovery of Money. 

Tue pecision of the Court of Appeal in Rs Oddy (54 W.R, 
291; 1906, 1 Ch. 93) shews that the different modes of pro- 
cedure formerly appropriate to the common law courts and to 
the Court of Chancery are still important with respect to the 
construction of the Rules of the Supreme Court. By ord. 42, 
r. 3, it is provided that ‘a judgment for the recovery by, or 
payment to, any person of money may be enforced by any of the 
modes by which a judgment or decree for the payment of 
money of any court’’ whose jurisdiction was transferred by the 
Judicature Act, 1873, might have been enforced. Now, a 
judgment of a common law court was a judgment that the 
plaintiff should recover so much money from the defendant, and 
the plaintiff was at liberty to enforce it as soon as he chose by 
issuing an ordinary writ of execution. A judgment of 
the Court of Chancery was that the defendant should pay 
so much money, and if a time within which the payment was to 
be made was not specified, a supplementary order specifying the 
time might be made, and upon default a writ «f sequestration 
would be issued. The question arose in Hulbert v. Cathcart 
(1894, 1 Q. B. 244) whether, under ord. 42, r. 3, this supple- 
mentary order could be tacked on to a common law form of 
judgment for the recovery of money with a view to enforcing 
the judgment by sequestration, and it was held by the Divisional 
Court (Wii1s and Wuiaeurt, JJ.) that it could not. In a common 
law action, said Wits, J., ‘the judgment is that the party do 
recover so much ; that is, of course, in any way that he can. How 
can a master or judge have power to fix a time within which he 
shall recover? The judgmentisnot an order to pay money ; and 
for the master to order that the unsuccessful party shall pay the 
sum recovered within a certain time is totally to alter the nature 
of the remedy.” In that case the original judgment was given 
in the Queen’s Bench Division. In the present case of Re Oddy 
(supra) a judgment for recovery of money, founded on breach of 
trust, was made in the Chancery Division, and Bucxvsy, J, 
afterwards supplemented it with a four-day order. But the 
Court of Appeal held that the principle of Zulbert v. Catheart 
applied to a judgment for recovery of money, as distinguished 
from a judgment for payment of money, whatever was the 
nature of the claim on which it was based and in whichever 
division pronounced. The two forms of judgment have different 
consequences, and ord. 42, r. 3, is to be construed accordingly. 
Hence an order for recovery of money cannot be supplemented 
by a four-day order, which is only appropriate to an order for 
payment of money. 


Statutory Fraud. 
Ir 18 probably safe to say that no one regrets the repeal, by 


the object of voting in this way is to insure to each member | the Companies Act, 1900, of section 38 of the Act of 1867, but 
his proper weight in arriving at the decision of the meeting. | it seems a pity that the careful judgment of Lord LINDLEY 





In the recent case of McMillan vy. Le Roi Mining Co. (Limited)|in Calthorpe v. Trechmann should have been devoted to 
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ent which is rapidly becoming merely of antiquarian 
et Section 38 required that every “proepectas should 
contain certain particulars of contracts entered into by the com- 
y or by its promoters or directors, and in the absence of 
these, it was to “‘ be deemed fraudulent on the part of the pro- 
moters, directors, and officers of the company knowingly issuing 
the same as regards any person taking shares in the company on 
the faith of such prospectus.” The extreme generality of this 
enactment rendered it imperative that some restriction should 
be placed upon it, and it was held in TZwyoross v. Grant 
(2 0, P. D. 469) that the section only required disclosure 
of such contracts as it was material for an applicant for shares 
to know; although, if a contract is in fact material, the section 
applies, notwithstanding that the directors honestly think it to 
be immaterial : Shepheard v. Browne (53 W. R. 111; 1904, A. O. 
343). It was also considered by Tuestena, L.J., in Sullivan v. 
Miicalfe (5 O. P. D. 455) that it was not sufficient that an appli- 
cant for shares should have taken shares on the faith of the 
prospectus generally, To entitle himself to the benefit of 
section 38, he must prove that he took the shares on the faith of 
there being no such contract as that omitted to be disclosed, and 
that if such contract had been disclosed to him; he would not have 
taken his shares. In this view Lord LinpiEy expresses his 
eoncurrence. The plaintiff must prove that he was misled 
by what makes the prospectus fraudulent—that is, the 
omission to disclose some document which ought to have 
been disclosed. In other words, the same test is to be applied 
to an action based on the statutory fraud created by section 38 
as to an action based on actual fraud. To the particular circum- 
stances of Calthorpe v. Trechmann it is not necessary to refer. A 
material contract had been, though without any moral blame 
attaching to the directors, omitted from a prospectus. Primd 
facie, therefore, there was a case for the application of section 38. 
But the plaintiffs did not discharge the onus of proving that the 
disclosure of the contract would have made any difference to 
them as regards applying for shares, and in the view of Lord 
Linptzy and of the rest of the House (Lords Hatssury and 
Rozertson), the non-disclosure of the contract had not caused 
‘ any damage to the plaintiffs. Consequently the action failed. 


Unlawful.Detention and Publication of Private 
Letters 

In a case which was tried at the Liverpool assizes last 
year before Watton, J., who gave judgment upon further 
consideration for the plaintiff, the defendant gave notice of 
appeal to the Court of Appeal, but we understand that the 
case has recently been settled by arrangement between the 
parties. One of the questions raised in tH® action was of some 
novelty. The plaintiff was the matron of a hospital in 
a certain town, and the defendant was a member of the 
corporation of that town and the chairman of the Health Com- 
mittee. The statement of claim alleged that a private letter 
was wrongfully and secretly taken from the possession of the 
plaintiff, and that the defendant, by some means unknown to the 
plaintiff, wrongfully obtained possession of the letter, and that, 
although he knew that the letter belonged to the plaintiff and that 
she had been wrongfully deprived of the possession of it, he 
wrongfully detained the same, At the trial it appeared that certain 
charges had been made against the plaintiff to the hospitals 
sub-committee of the corporation. A short time before these 
charges were made, the plaintiff received the letter above referred 
to, which was a private and confidential letter addressed to her 
by afriend. It was admitted that this letter did not refer to 
anything improper, and that, at some time or other, the defendant 
had obtained possession of it. The defendant was not 
called, but he admitted, in answer to interrogatories, 
that he had the letter, and that he had, while the 
charges were pending, shewn it to a member of the 
sub-committee, to the mayor, and to the town clerk. The 
general purposes committee and the council, without expressing 
any opinion as to whether the charges were made out or not, 
recommended that the plaintiff be dismissed. The learned 
judge, after pointing out to the jury that the defendant was 
wholly unjustified in making use of the letter, and that on the 
charge of wrongfully detaining it the plaintiff was entitled to a 
Verdict, directed them that, inasmuch as the letter might in the 








circumstances be misunderstood or misinterpreted, the jury were 
at liberty to award substantial damages. The hing tes a 
verdict for £400. The learned judge, upon considera- 
tion, held that the conduct of the defendant with regard to the 
private letter of the plaintiff was a violation of her rights in 
respect of which she was entitled to recover substantial 

and that the verdict must stand. We have strong sympathy 
with this decision, for although it might be difficult in some 
cases to prove that the publication of a private letter had 
operated prejudicially to the person to whom it was addressed, 


the risk of such prejudice is so considerable that no allowance. 


ought to be made in favour of the trespasser. 


How Far a Cab is Privileged from Distress. 


Tue case of Lavell vy. Richinge (ante, p. 292), in which the 
Divisional Court held that a cab of the value of more than £5 
was privileged from distress, was stated by the Lord Chief 
Justice to raise an interesting and novel point. The law of 
distress is fully discussed in the notes to Simpson v. Hartopp in 
Smith’s Leading Cases, and it is there stated that, by the 
common law, the instruments of a man’s trade or profession are 
conditionally privileged from distress; that is, that they are 
privileged provided that there be other sufficient distress 
upon the premises. By section 4 of the Law of Distress 
Amendment Act, 1888, and chattels of the tenant 
are protected from distress ‘“‘ which would be protected from 
seizure in execution under the County Courts Acts”; and 
by section 147 of the County Courts Act, 1888, the goods 
and chattels may be seized ‘‘excepting the wearing apparel 
and bedding of such person and the tools and implements 
of his trade to the value of £5, which shall, to that extent, be 
protected from seizure.” The plaintiffs were jobmasters, and let 
a cab to a cabdriver at a weekly rent of 12s. The cab- 
driver kept the cab in a stable which he rented, and the 
rent having become in arrear, the landlord caused a 
distress to be levied and seized the cab, inasmuch as 
there was nothing else upon the premises. The question was, 
whether the cab, which was valued by the plaintiffs at £35, was 
an implement of trade which could be seized for rent? It is 
stated in Simpson v. Hartopp that the reason why the instru- 
ments of a man’s trade or profession are not distrainable is 
‘that a man should not be left quite destitute of getting a living 
for himself and his family,” and although a cab is a modern 
vehicle, there appears to be no reason why it should not be 
included in the exception in section 147, and the court had little 
difficulty in adopting this view. A more difficult question arose 
as to the limitation of value. The court decided that the pro- 
tection of the statute was not taken away Lecause the landlord 
had to seize something which was worth more than £5. This is 
a construction in favour of the tenant similar to that which has 
been adopted in late years in all cases of distress for rent. 


Separate Courts for Children. 


A USEFUL measure of reform is proposed by the Summary 
Jurisdiction (Children) Bill which has been introduced in the 
House of Commons by Mr. Jonn Tennant. It has been for 
some time recognized that it is mischievous to associate children 
who are charged with offences with adults who are awaiti 
trial, and that special arrangements should be made for the tri 
of children. Provision has already been made, by section 4 of 
the Youthful Offenders Act, 1901, for the custody elsewhere 
than in prison of a child who has been remanded or committed 
for trial, and the present Bill ag to make similar provision 
for the period before the child is brought before the court. 
“So far as may be possible”—so runs clause 2—‘ provision 
shall be made for the custody and detention of children 
prior to trial or examination by arrangement with some 
person or society who may be willing to undertake the 
responsibility of such temporary custody or detention, on such 
terms as may be agreed upon.” And clause | provides that 
when the presence of a child, or young person under the age of 
sixteen, is required at a court of summary jurisdiction, either on 
a charge brought against him or on an application for a licence, 
the court shall arrange for a hearing a from the trial of 
other accused persons in a place specially appointed for the 





purpose. 
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Estoppel in Relation to a Ship- 
9 . . . 
owner's Liability. 

Tux judgment of Cuanne tt, J., in the case of Compania Navtera 
Vaseonzada v. Churchill § Sons (1906, 1 K. B. 233), to which we 
have already briefly referred, raises two points of great import- 
ance and difficulty. The facts of the case shortly were as 
follows: The plaintiffs were shipowners, who entered into a 
charter-party with certain shippers to carry a cargo of timber 
from Texas to London. The timber, when shipped, was seriously 
damaged in such a manner as to be apparent to anybody, but the 
captain signed bills of lading stating the goods to be shipped in 
good order and condition and to be delivered in the like good 
order and condition. The defendants agreed to buy the cargo 
from the shippers under a contract containing an arbitration 
clause, and in fact paid for the cargo and became indorsees of 
the bill of lading. The goods on arrival were found to be 
datieyed, and under the arbitration clause the 
defendants obtained an award against the shippers for prac- 
tically the whole of the damage. They took no steps to enforce 
the award, and gave no evidence that there would have been 
any difficulty in obtaining the amount from the shippers, but 
brought an action for the whole amount against the shipowners ; 
and were held entitled to recover on the ground that the ship- 
owners were estopped from denying that the goods were shipped 
in god order and condition. 

The result is somewhat startling, because it is difficult to see 
what answer the shippers would have to an action on the award, 
and although Cuannez xt, J., suggested that possibly there would 
be a right of action by the shipowners against the shippers on 
the principle of Moule vy. Garrett (L. R. 5 Ex. 132), it seems clear 
that the principle of that case does not apply, because in the 
present case there could be no implied suretyship, nor does it 
seem that the doctrine of subrogation would apply. The result 
would, therefore, be that the indorsees of the bill of lading 
might recover their damages twice over—a result so inequitable 
that it raises a doubt whether the doctrine of estoppel does operate 
in the manner decided. It has apparently been held so to operate 
in America in a case of Sears v. Wingate (85 Mass. 103), and 
Lord Suanp approved of this decision in a Scotch case of Craig 
v. Delargy (6 K. 1269, at p. 1281). On the other hand, in the 
case of Cor v. Bruce (18 Q. B. D. 147) Lord Esuer says, in 
answer to a similar argument, ‘Furthermore, I doubt very 
much whether the indorsee, being placed by the Bills of Lading 
Act in the same position as if the contract between the shippers 
and shipowners had been made with him, can stand for this 
purpose in any different position from that of the shipper.” 

Now it is, in the first place, clear that if the decision of 
CuannELL, J., is correct, the indorsee will be in a better position 
than the shippers, because they, having shipped the goods in 
bad condition, could not possibly have maintained an action 
against the shipowners for having delivered them in the same 
condition. In the second place, Cuannett, J., held that no action 
lay by the indorsee for breach of contract, because the words did 
not amount to a warranty, but to a representation intended to be 
acted upon, and that, as the shipowners must have contemplated 
that the bill of lading would be indorsed, they were estopped 
from denying, as against a bond fide indorsee, that the goods 
were shipped in good order and condition, and were therefore 
liable. It is submitted, with much deference, that this reasoning 
is fallacious, for the following reasons: It may be quite true 
that the sta'ement in the bill of lading is a representation and 
is intended to be acted upon by an indorsee, but it is to be 
remembered that the action does not lie upon a misrepresentation 
(which was not suggested to have been fraudulently made), and 
that estoppel, as has often been laid down, is not in itself a cause 
of action, but only a rule of evidence which prevents the person 
estopped from denying the truth of his representation. But the 
cavee of action must exist independently of the estoppel, and in 
the present case it is submitted that the cause of action would 
be one for breach of the contract to deliver the goods in the like 
good order and condition in which they were shipped. It is 
dsfficult to see what other cause of action can be suggested, but 
if this is the true view, it has been held by Cuannztt, J., 
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himself that an action does not lie upon the contract for the 
reasons above explained. 

It will, moreover, be found that this view is in accordangs 
with the decisions in cases of estoppel, such as that of Henderson 
v. Williams (1895, 1 Q. B. 521) (cited by Cuanneztt, J.), ang 
the many cases of certificates issued by companies. In such cases it 
will be found generally that the person estopped has dealt with 
the goods or securities which are the subject-matter of the 
estoppel in such a way as to give an independent cause of 
action to the person in whose favour the estoppel operates; 
whereas in the present case the only independent cause of action 
is one for breach of contract, which ex hypothesi does not lie, 

It is, therefore, submitted that the decision is wrong, apart 
from the question whether the indorsees could recover against 
the shipowners after obtaining an award against the shippers, 
which they had not taken the trouble to enforce. As regards 
this point, it is difficult to see logically how the right of action 
(if it exists) against the shipowners could be affected by the fact 
that the indorsees also had a right of action against the ship- 
owners; but this very fact, and the injustice which would result 
from it, makes it, at any rate, probable that there must be a 
fallacy in the conclusion that there is any right of action against 
the shipowners. 








Money Borrowed by Agent Without 
Authority. 


THE equitable doctrine that has been usefully employed in aid of 
persons lending money to a company which, in taking the money, 
is exceeding its borrowing powers, has, in the case of Bannatyne 
v. Maclver (54 W. R. 293; 1906, 1 K. B. 103), been extended 
by the Court of Appe il to the case of an agent borrowing money 
on behalf of his principal without that principal’s authority. 
The doctrine was stated by Lord Sztpornz, C., in delivering the 
judgment of the Court of Appeal in Blackburn Building Sootety 
v. Cunliffe, Brooks, Co. (31 W. R. 98, 22 Ch. D, 61). In 
that case a benefit building society, which had no power to 
borrow money, were permitted by their bankers to overdraw 
their account to a large amount. The overdraft was in effect 
an advance by the bankers to the society, and, being wlird 
vires, the amount was primd facie not recoverable by the bankers 
against the society, nor, so it was held, had the bankers any lien 
upon deeds which had been deposited with them as security. 
Some part of the money lent by overdraft had, however, been used 
in paying liabilities of the society, such as payments to withdraw- 
ing members, and payment of salaries and legal expenses, and to 
the extent of the moneys so used, the bankers were entitled to 
repayment from the society and torely for such repayment upon 
the deposited deeds. ‘‘The test,” said Lord Szxzornz, ‘‘is, has 
the transaction really added to the liabilities of the company ? 
If the amount of the company’s liabilities remains in substance 
unchanged, but there is, merely for convenience of payment, & 
changeof the creditor, thereis nosubstantial borrowing in the result 
so far as relates to the position of the company. Regarded in 
that light, it is consistent with the general principle of equity 
that those who pay legitimate demands which they are bound in 
some way or other to meet, and have had the benefit of other 
people’s money advanced to them for that purpose, shall not 
retain that benefit so as, in substance, to make those other 
people pay their debts.” Accordingly it was held that, so far as 
it could be made out that the moneys which were advanced by 
the bankers simply went to pay the legitimate debts and liabili- 
ties of the society, the bankers ought to have the benefit of their 
security ; but the burden of proving that the moneys had been 80 
expended was on them. 
The doctrine was again considered by the Court of Appeal in 
Baroness Wenlock vy. River Dee Co. (19 Q, B. D. 155), and it was 
there held that it was not confined to the case of money 
borrowe1 ultrd vires being used to pay off dehts and liabilities 
existing at the time of the advance ; it extended also to — 
and liabilities accruing subsequently to, and paid out of, sue 
advance. The equity, said Fry, L.J., who delivered the judg- 
ment of the court, was based on a fiction, invented, like all 
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fictions, with a view to the furtherance of justice. “The court 
doses its eyes to the true facts of the case—namely, an advance 
gs a loan by the guasi-lender to the company, and a payment by 
the company to its creditors as out of its own moneys; and 
assumes, on the contrary, that the quast-lender and the creditor 
of the company met together, and that the former advanced to 
the latter the amount of his claim against the company and 
took an assignment of that claim for his own benefit” 
And there was no reason for supposing that this imaginary 
transaction between the gquasi-lender and the creditor was 
enfined to the day and hour of the advance of the 
money to the company. ‘‘In the coffers of the company 
the money really advanced as a loan is still thought of by 
the court as the money of the gquast-lender; and the court, 
asthe author of the benevolent fiction on which it acts, can fix 
its own time and place for the enactment of the supposed 
bargain between the two parties who have met and contracted 
together only in the imagination of the court.” It had been 
suggested in argument that the doctrine was a dangerous one 
to encourage, since it would afford to companies a facile means 
of evading the limit of their borrowing powers. But the court 
regarded the danger as imaginary. ‘* We do not think,” said 
Fry, L J., that capitalists will be found knowingly and willingly 
to advance money in the hope of recovering it on the ground of 
some future subrogation to the rights of some future creditor. 
The doctrine has rarely, if ever, done more for anyone than 
snatch a few brands from the burning.” And he added that 
inthe case before him the utmost extension of the doctrine 
would leave the plaintiffs, who represented the lender, heavy 
losers 

But this picturesque description of the doctrine has not passed 
without criticism, and indeed the above statement of the case 
of Blackburn Building Society v. Cunliffe, Brooks, & Co. shews 
that it does not represent the real effect of the transaction to 
which, upon equitable grounds, the court gives a validity which 
would otherwise be wanting. The guasi-lender is not subrogated 
to the rights of the creditor whose debt is paid with his money, 
nor is there, either in imagination or in legal result, any trans- 
fer to the guasi-lender of the rights of the creditor, including 
the securities which he held for his debt. The term ‘‘subruga- 
tion” has, it would seem, been imported too readily into a 
transaction to which it is not suitable. In Blackburn Building 
Society v. Cunliffe, Brooks, & Co. the bankers were not 
subrogated to the rights of the guondam creditors; what 
happened was that, to the extent to which these 
creditors had been paid off out of the bankers’ advances, 
80 that the total indebtedness of the company had not 
been increased, the advances were not treated as ultrd vires. 
They were validated to that extent, and the bankers had a good 
claim against the society; but it was their own claim and was 
secured by the security originally given to them; it was not 
the claim of a guondam creditor which they were permitted to 
enforce in his name and by the help of his securities. 

This view was taken by the O..urt of Appeal in Re Wrexham, 
Mold, and Connahs Quay Railway (47 W. R. 464; 1889, 1 Ch. 440) 
in affirming the judgment of Romer, J. (47 W. R. 172; 1899, 
1Ch. 205). In that case the company had created three classes of 
debenture stock, A, B, and ©. The company’s bankers advanced 
to it money to pay the interest on each class of stuck, and they 
contended that, so far as this had gone to pay interest on the A 
stock, they were subrogated to the rights and securities of the 
holders of that stock, and were entitled to repayment in priority 
to the holders of B and C stock, and to the other creditors of 
the company. In support of this contention reliance was 
naturally placed upon the theory of Fry, L.J., that there was an 
imaginary assignment to the lender of the securities of the 
creditor who had been paid with his money. But Liyptey, 
LJ., pointed out that the subrogation theory was not 
really required for the decision in question. ‘The subroga- 
tion theory,” he said, ‘‘has been had recourse to in order to 
account for the decisions ultimately arrived at; but that 
theory was really not wanted in order to justify them. 
» + . . There is no decision yet in which it has been applied 
80 as to defeat any innocent person, nor so as to place 
the lender in a better position than that in which 
he would haye been if his loan had not been prohibited,” 





Similarly, Riepy, L.J., observed that the doctrine of subroga- 
tion had very little, if anything at all, to do with the equity 
really enforced in the cases, and at any rate there was no 
authority for any subrogation to the securities or other priorities 
of the creditors paid off. The equity, indeed, simply removes 
from the borrowing the fault of ultra vires. If the test referred 
to above is satisfied, and if the money apparently borrowed ultra 
vires is in fact so used that the total liabilities of the company 
are not increased, then the loan stands as a valid transaction, 
and the lender has a claim which he can enforce against the 
company and which is supported by any securities he has him- 
self taken. But he does not take the benefit of the securities 
of creditors who have been paid off out of his money. - 


In the recent case of Bannatyne v. Maclver (supra) the question 


been borrowed by an agent without his principal’s authority 
has been used in paying off the debts of tle principal. It was 
argued for the defendant, who was the principal, that the equity 
only applied to cases where money was borrowed by a company 
in excess of limited powers of borrowing. But the Court of 
Appeal declined thus to limit it. The money borrowed by 
the agent had been in fact applied in paying the liabilities of 
the principal, and hence the objection that it was borrowed 
without authority was displaced, just as, in the case of borrowin 
by a company, the objection that the money has been borrow 
ultra vires is displaced. ‘‘ Where,” said Romer, L.J., ‘money is 
borrowed on behalf of a principal by an agent, the lender 
believing that the agent has authority, and it turns out that the 
agent has no authority, and that his action has not been ratified 
by the principal, then, though the principal cannot be sued at 
law, yet in equity, to the extent to which the borrowed money 
has been applied in paying the principal’s debts and liabilities, 
the lender is entitled to stand in the same position as if the 
money had been borrowed without authority.” This passage, it 
will be seen, exhibits the real ground of the doctrine in question, 
and shews how it is applicable to the case of prinapal and 
agent. There is no subrogation to the rights of others, but a 
lending which, upon legal grounds, would create no debt, is 
held to create a debt enforceable in equity against the person 
who has the benefit of the money lent. 








Reviews. 


The Law as to Aliens. 


Tae Aurens Act (5 Ep, VII. co. 13) anp THE RIGHT OF ASYLUM; 
TOGETHER WITH (INTERNATIONAL Law, COMPARATIVE JURIS- 
PRUDENCE, AND THE HisTory oF LeGIsLaTION ON THE SUBJECT 
AND AN EXPosITION OF THE Act By N. W. Sistey, B.A., UL.M., 
and ALFRED Eis, LL.B., Barristers-at-Law. William Clowes & 
Sons (Limited). 

This learned and comprehensive work (though it only contains 
161 pages) is almost unique in legal literature, and appears at an 
opportune time. Grotius, Pufendorf, aud Valtel are duly cited and 
examined; the law and practice of mauy countries (including very 
fully the United States) and British Colonies are summarized, in 
addition to that of the United Kingdom; the recent Alieus Act is 
stated and explained; the Act itself, togetnerwith the orders under 
it, including that of the 19th of December last signed by Mr, 
Gladstone, being printed at length. There is xlso an extract from 
Mackiutosh’s defence of Peltier for libel on Napoleon It will be 
seen, therefore, that the subject is very exhaustively treated. We 
miss, however, any reference to &. v. EZ sstbourne (4 East 103), where 
it was held, overruling (if correctly r+ ) a dictum of Lord Hate 
to the effect that the alien pauper ought to be left to starve in this 
country, that he has a right to relief under the English Poor Law; 
and ‘Droit de Renvoi” ought surely to have been indexed under 
“‘ Renvoi” as well as under *‘ Droit de Renvoi.” 





Books of the Week. 





A Treatise on the Law of Evidence as Administered in England 
and Ireland, with Illustrations from Scotch, Indian, American, and 
Other Legal Systems a Honour the late Judge Prrr TaYLor. 
Tenth Edition. By W. E. 
| Recorder of Norwic 


! 


Hume-Wriuiams, B.A., LL.8&., KE.C., 
In Two Vols. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


was whether a similar equity applies where money which has _ 
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A Treatise on the Law of Vendor and Purchaser of Real Estate and 
Chattels Real, intended for the Use of Conveyancers of Hither Branch 
of the Profession. By T. Cyprian Wii1i1Ams, LL.B., Barrister-at- 
Law, assisted by J. F. Isetry, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. In 
Two Vols. Vol. II. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Law for the Million by a Practical Lawyer. A Legal Handbook 
containing all the Information Required for Ordinary Purposes. The 
Subjects are Dealt with in Alphabetical Order. Simpkin, Marshall, 
& Co. (Limited). 

Investment an Exact Science. By HENRY LOWENFELD. First 
Edition. The Investment Registry (Limited). 

The A BC of Parliamentary Procedure: A Handbook for Use in 
Public Debate. By W. MarsHALL FREEMAN, Barrister-at-Law, and 
J. Carson Appott, M.B., M.S. Butterworth & Co, 








Correspondence. 


The Licensing Act, 1904. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—The answer to the question raised in the letter under the 
above heading in your issue of the 17th inst. is that the ‘‘ Publicans’ 
licence duty,” referred to in Schedule I. of the Licensing Act, 1904, 
is the same as the Excise duty imposed under section 43 of the 
Revenue Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. 20), the annual value for which 
is based, like that for all other rates and taxes on licensed property, 
upon the value of the premises as licensed premises. 

Section 47 of the Licensing Act, 1872, to which your correspondent 
refers, has nothing to do with the question under consideration, deal- 
ing as it does with the annual value of premises for the purpose of 
qualification—i.e., to determine whether they are of sufficient value 
to receive a licence. RANDLE F. HOLME. 

34; Old Jewry, E.C., March 20. 


The Recovery of Siding Rents. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ]} 


c Sir,—Referring to the report in your issue of the 24th ult. of the 

ase of the London, Tilbury, and Southend Railway Co. v. Ward & Co., 
it is not clear whether it is a statement of your reporter or of counsel 
for the appellants that Bigham, J., decided in the case of the London 
and North-Western Railway Co. v. Crook & Son, that the railway 
company could recover siding rents either under (1) common law 
contract of useand occupation, or (2) under the clause in the statute, 
meaning thereby, according to your report, section 5, sub-section 4, 
of the company’s Act. 

As a matter of fact, Bigham, J., in so far as he decided the case 
under the statute (London and North-Western Railway Act), did not 
decide it under the section in question, but under Part IV. of the 
schedule to the order confirmed by the Act. This is not without its 
importance, as the section gives a right to arbitration and the 
schedule apparently does not. C. E. BEAL. 

22, Budge-row, Cannon-street, E.C., March 16 





Attacks on Solicitors. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—It appears by ‘‘the Records of the Society of Gentlemen 
Practisers in the Courts of Law and Equity called The Law Society ” 
that at a meeting held on the 27th of June, 1766, “‘ it was represented 
to the society that Serjeant Davy at a late trial, as counsel for the 
plaintiff, said, addressing himself to the jury, ‘You gentlemen who 
are on the outside of the curtain do not see the tricks and manage- 
ment within; we that are on the inside see the whole, and I will 
take it upon me to say that out of the many mistakes that happen in 
the management of causes nineteen out of twenty happen by the 
ignorance of attorneys,’” and it was resolved ‘‘ That in the opinion 
of the society any counsel at the bar making use of such like reflec- 
tions upon the attorneys in general ought not to be employed as 
counsel by any member of the society.” 

At the general meeting of the society on the 20th of February, 
1767, a letter from Mr. Serjeant Davy was laid before the society 
assuring them that it gave him the utmost concern to have incurred 
their displeasure by means of an unguarded and very improper 
expression which dropped from him last summer in the course of an 
unpremeditated reply which he was extremely sorry for, and declar- 
ing that he never meant to cast the least reflection on the profession 
in general or any gentlemen concerned in it ; but on the contrary he 
had always held the attorneys and solicitors in the most esteem and 
gratitude, and the society resolved to accept the same as a suitable 


——= 
Some counsel well known at the bar have lately made very seriong 
reflections upon solicitors in general, and until they follow the cours, 
pursued by the late Serjeant Davy in writing to the Law Society g 
suitable'and proper acknowledgment and apology they ‘ ought not to 
be employed as counsel by any member of the society,” 
March 15. A BrrMIncHAM Sotrtcrrog, 


[We fully sympathize with our correspondent’s indignation gt 
the attacks referred to, but as an apology of a kind was made the 
them, and their authors were soundly trounced by Sir J. §. Gray 
Hill at the subsequent meeting of the Law Society, it is not at all 
likely that such an outrage will recur; and unless it does, the 
precedent of Serjeant Davy’s case would seem to be somewhat 
vindictive.—Ep, S.J.] 


Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Debenture—Substituted Security—Stamp—By Schedule J, 
to the Stamp Act, 1891, the stamp duty on a marketable security 
(except a colonial government security) is 1s. for every £10; but 
where the security is ‘‘ given in substitution for a like security duly 
stamped” the duty is only 6d. for every £20. Where an English 
company had issued debentures to bearer, giving a charge on its 
assets, and subsequently sold its assets to a company incorporated in 
Australia, on the terms that debentures of the latter company should 
be accepted in lieu of the old debentures, it was held that the new 
debentures were not substituted securities, but must be stamped as if 
originally issued. The word ‘‘ like” imports that the debtor in each 
case must be the same—indeed, ‘‘ the question whether one security 
is like another must . . embrace all the factors, in respect of 
which they may agree or differ.” The word ‘ substituted,” as used 
under the heading of ‘‘ Mortgage, Bond, Debenture, Covenant” 
seems to have the same meaning.—Mount Lyerti Minne anp 
Raitway Co. v. INLAND REVENUE Commissioners (C. A., Dee. 7, 
1904) (1905, 1 K. B. 161). 


Debenture—Guarantee of Interest—Effect of Company's Dis- 
solutien.—Guarantees of payment of interest under a debenture are 
not unusual. A company had given R. a debenture carrying interest, 
and a director of the company gave R. his written guarantee “ for 
the regular payment of the interest payable in respect” of the 
debenture until repayment by the company of the principal. Shortly 
afterwards the company went into voluntary winding-up, and was 
dissolved after the return made by the liquidator under section 143 
of the Companies Act, 1862. The director afterwards became 
bankrupt, and it was held that R. could prove in the bankruptey 
for the estimated value of the future interest, the reason being 
that although the principal debt was gone, it was gone, not by 
any act of the creditor, but by operation of law.—Rx FirzGeorez, 
Ex Parts Rosson (Bigham, J., Jan. 16, 1905) (1905, 1 K. B. 462). 
Officer Making False Statements—Oriminal Liability.—By 
section 84 of the Larceny Act, 1861, it is a misdemeanour for “ any 
director, manager, or public officer of any body corporate or public 
company” to publish false statements with intent to deceive or 
defraud. A company’s directors were empowered by its articles to 
appoint a manager, but there was no minute or evidence of the 
prisoner’s appointment as manager. He nevertheless, with the assent 
of the directors, dictated the policy of the company and managed 
its affairs. It was held that prisoner, as de facto manager, was 
within the section. The decision may also be noted with reference 
to the meaning of section 10 of the Companies (Winding-up) Act, 
1900.—ReEx v. Lawson (C. C. R., Jan. 31, 1905) (1905, 1 K. B, 541). 








The annual general meeting of the Selden Society will be held in the 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, on Thursday, the 29th of March, 
1906, at 4.30 p.m. Lord Alverstone will preside. 


Two strong protests have recently, says a writer in the Globe, been made 
by jurymen against the inadequacy of the accommodation that is provided 
for them in the courts. The example of the foreman of the jury who 
protested so vigorously against the uncomfortable conditions under which 
jurymen are compelled to perform their duties at the Old Bailey, was 
uickly followed by the foreman of the jury at the Leicester Assizes. 

e seats are two wooden benches without covering. The benches them- 
selves areso narrow that you are compelled to keep a bolt upright position 
to prevent slipping off The back bench has a high straight back, which 
entirely prevents the occupant from easing his back in any way; and the 
front bench is so near the front partition that, unless your legs are very 
short, and your feet very small, they are cramped into most uncomfortable 
positions ’’—such was the description of the jury box that awakened Mr. 
Justice Jelf’s sympathy at Leicester. It will not be long, perhaps, before 
a similar protest is made at the Royal Courts of Justice, where the accom- 
modation for jurymen, though not quite so bad as in some assize courts, 18 
yet in striking contrast to the “‘ cushioned ease” enjoyed by the judges. 
If the value that is attached to trial by jury were to be judged by the 





and proper acknowledgment and apology. 


treatment of jurors, the system would scarcely come well out of the test, 
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Cases of the Week. 


House of Lords. 


WILLIAMS ». NORTH’S NAVIGATION COLLIERIES (LIM ). 
20th March. 


Mast Servant— Wacres— Depuctions—Set-orr—Sum Payasie 
age Oxpen—Trvcx Act, 1831 (1 & 2 Wn. 4, 


Unper MacisTRaTEs’ 
c. 37), 8. 3. 


Appeal from an order of the Court of Appeal (Collins, M.R., and Romer 

K. B; 44), reversing 
The appellants were six workmen who were in the 
employment of the respondent colliery company. In December, 1903, the 


i i tract of loyment, absented themselves 
appellants, in breach of their con of employment, res | 4. F. Pe or Souterons, F. Ki Bai ¢ Ds 


and Mathew, L.JJ.) (reported 52 W. R. 564; 1904, 2 
that of Bucknill, J. 


from work without leave and without having given notice. The re 
dent company thereupon proceeded 


order was made on each of the appellants to pay to the respondents 30s., 
the money to be payable in three fortnightly instalments of 10s. each, and 
on the dates of the fortnightly colliery pay days. In paying the 
appellants their wages the company deducted the sum of 10s. in each case. 
The workmen brought this action to recover the sums of 10s. so deducted, 
and claimed a declaration that such deduction was illegal under the Truck 
Act, 1831, and an injunction as to future deductions. An application was 
made at chambers for an injunction to restrain the respondent compan 
from making any similar deductions until the trial of the action. Bucknill, 
J., granted an interim injunction. The company appealed, and it was 
azreed to treat the application as the trial of the action, and a declaration 
was alone sought, The Court of Appeal considered the colliery company 
were justified in deducting the 10s., but 
Tae Hovse (Lord Lorernvry, C., and Lords Macnacuren, Davey, 
Rosertson, and Arxrnson) allowed the appeal. 
Lord Loresvrn, C., in the course of his judgment, said: Certain 
workmen in the service of the company were entitled to wages pay- 
able on the 30th of January, 1904. A fortnight earlier each of them 
had been ordered by the magistrates in petty sessions to pay a fine to 
the company, of which 10s. was due on the 30th of January. On that date 
the company made out an account with each of them, in which 10s. for 
fines was deducted from the wages, and the balance alone was paid. In 
the case of Jacob Williams, whose case was typical of the rest, he had 
earned £23 13s, 2d., and received £3 2s., the difference consisting of an 
agreed deduction of Is. 2d. for doctor and the 10s. fine, which was not 
agreed. Upon this the workmen commenced an action for damages and 
an injunction, and a declaration that the deduction of 10s. was illegal. It 
was agreed in the Court of Appeal that the relief sought should be limited 
toa declaration, and on that footing the case came before their lordships. 
The question was whether the employers, when they paid the wages, were 
in law bound to pay in coin the total due for wages, or were entitled in 
law to deduct the amounts due from the workmen to the employers, and 
pay merely the balance in coin. This turned upon the true construction 
of section 3 of the Truck Act, 1831. Now, I find in that section an 
explicit enactment that ‘‘ the entire amount of wages earned by, or pay- 
able to, a workman shall be actually paid to him in current coin of this 
realm, and not otherwise.’’ I cannot think that this meant that it 
should be paid as to part in coin and as to the remainder on account. It 
appears to me that an obligation rests upon the epployer under the Truck 
Act, 1831, s. 3, to pay in coin (for we are not con¢erned with banknotes in 
this case) all the money payable as wages, and that in ascertaining how 
much is payable as wages he can subtract nothing except the deductions 
expressly sanctioned by section 23. The deduction, therefore, of the 10s. 
for fines in the present case was illegal, and I accordingly advise your 
lordships to reverse the judgment of the Court of Appeal and enter judg- 
ment for the appellants with a declaration in the sense asked for. The 
other noble and learned lords agreeing, the decision of the Court of A 
was reversed.—CounseL, S. 7. Evans, K.C., Bailhache, and J. Sankey ; 
Iuh, K.0., and <A, T. Ashton, Sortcrrors, Smith, Rundell, ¢ Dods ; 
Bell, Brodrick, § Gray. 
[Reported by C. H, Grarron, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re AFRICAN FARMS (LIM.). Warrington, J. 13th and 20th March. 


Company—Winpinc up—Evipence 1x Svurrort or Pegrrrion—Prririoner 
Aproap—Powerr or Arrorney—Arripavir oF ATToRNEY—CoMPANIES 
(Winpine-up) Ruves, 1903, r. 29. 


This was a petition for the winding up of the above company by the 
court, and was ‘sapemmon by Harry Blashfield Ramsey, who was in the 
employment of the company as manager of one of their farms in the 
Transvaal. He had executed a power of attorney a ting Arthur Walter 
Ramsey, who lived at Beckenham, in Kent, to be 4 attorney and agent, 
with power, among other things, to ask, demand, sue for, and recover such 
sums of money as were owing to him, and to prosecute any action in any 
of the courts in his name, and to manage bok transact his affairs in Great 
Britain. The company was incorporated under the Companies Acts, 1862 
to 1900, and its registered office was in England. The statutory affidavit 
verifying the petition was made by the attorney, A. W. Ramsey. At the 


g it was objected that this was not a compliance with rule 29 of the 


against them under section 4 of the 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, and on the 16th of January, 1904, an 


made by the petitioner, and reliance was placed upon Re Charterland Stores 
and Trading Co. (45 Soxtcrrors’ Journat 11, 49 W. R. 75; 1900, 2 Ch. 
870), where a similar affidavit had been rejected. 

Wareineron, J.—It is plain that the affidavit of the attorney, who 
knows the facts of the case, is of more value than that of the petitioner, 
who resides in South Africa. I should have had no hesitation in accept- 
ing the affidavit in this case if it had not been for a decision of Wright, J., 
in Re Charterland Stores and Trading Co., where a similar objection to 
that taken here was taken and allowed by Wright, J. I have looked into 
the practice, and find there have been many cases where an affidavit verify- 
ing the petition by a person other than the petitioner has been acce . 
I have also consul! Buckley, J. Rule 29 is merely directory, any 
affidavit which is sufficient according to the ord practice of the court 
may be accepted. On this principle I accept the affidavit of the attorney 
as primd facie evidence of the facts stated in the petition. Objection over- 
ruled. [His lordship then heard the petition. Meg J. M. Gover ; 
’ it $ Co. 
[Reported by Nevittz Tessutt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 








High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
MOSES v. TYGO. Div. Court. 7th March. 


Fisnery Acts+-Fisnery District—M11Lu-pamM— Satmon Fisnery Act, 1865 
(28 & 29 Vicr. c. 121), s. 35—Fresuwater Fisnerres Act, 1878 (41 & 42 
Vier. c. 39), ss. 6, 7. 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff Moses, a water bailiff employed 
by the Yorkshire Fishery Board, against a decision of the magis- 
trates dismissing an information preferred inst the respondent 
for unlawfully fishing for trout without a licence on the 7th of 
April, 1905, in Storrs Bridge mill-dam, near Loxley, in the West 
Riding Division of Yorkshire. The case stated set out the following 
facts: Storrs Bridge mill-dam is a three cornered dam built between 
the River Loxley and the race feeding Storrs Bridge mill. The water 
from the river enters into the mill-race and Storrs Bridge mill-dam 
is fed !rom the mill-rave through an opening which is about a yard wide, in 
front of which opening is a grating of vertical iron bars about an inch 
apart. There is no clough to hold up the water in the dam, which is about 
eight feet deep, being some twelve inches deeper than the mill-race. The 
water flows to and through the opening between the race and the dam with- 
out hindrance. The dam contains trout, to which the grating is little or no 
obstruction. When the level of the water in the mill-race is reduced 
below the level of the water in the dam the water in the latter returns 
to the mill-race and thence either over the mill-wheel through the mill 
cloughs direct into the river, or continues to flow down an extension 
of the mill-race giving water-power to other mills, and so eventually all 
the water returns to the river some half mile or so below the Storrs 
Bridge mill-dam. There is a pipe in the dam bottom by which the water 
in the dam may be emptied into the river. There are no other outlets for 
the water in the dam. The whole of the water from time to time entering 
the dam eventually returns to the River Loxley, from which it was 
originally diverted. The River Loxley is a tributary of the River Don, 
which is a tributary of the River Ouse, which is a river containing salmon. 
The limits and bounds of the Yorkshire Fishery District were originally 
defined and declared by the Home Secretary by certificate given by virtue 
of the powers given by the Salmon Fishery Acts, 1861 to 1873, and in such 
certificate were there ‘declared to comprise, inter alia, so much of the 
Rivers Derwent, Wharfe, Nidd, Ure, Swale, Ouse, and Humber, and their 
tributaries, as lie within the county of York,’’ but the limits of the 
said Yorkshire Fishery District were subsequently, by certificate 
of the Board of acting under the powers conferred by 
section 3 of the Salmon and Freshwater Fisheries Act, 1886, defined 
to include “all such estuaries, rivers, streams, brooks, lakes, ponds, canals, 
dykes, cuts, drains, chanvels, watercourses, and waters.”’ The res 

was duly authorized to fish in the dam, but had not obtained a licence to 
fish for trout. On behalf of the appellant it was contended that as all the 
water originally came from the river and returned there it was a tributary 
of the river. Counsel cited Cook v. Clareborough (unreported). On behalf 
of the respondent it was contended that the dam_was a reservoir, and that 
therefore the case was covered by Head v. Nicholas (1901, 2 K. B. 663). 

Tue Court (Lord Atverstone, C.J., and Danie and Rivwer, JJ.) 
allowed the appeal and sent the case back to the maxistrates with a direc- 
tion to convict, being of opinion that the dam was a tributary of the river. 
—OCounset, Wellis Bund; Israel Davis. Soricrrors, Steavenson ¢ Couldwell, 
for Jones, York; Halse, Trustram, § Co. 

(Reported by Atan Hoae, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Case of the Present Sittings. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
BRIDGE v. FICKLIN. Kekewich, J. 30th and Sist Jan. 


SurrLement—ConsTRucTION—Estare in Far—Conveyancs To TRvusrers— 
Omission oF Woxps or Liurratron—Ksrtare 1x RemarnpeR ScBsEcr TO 
Berne Divestap—Powsr oF APPOINTMENT. 


By his will J. S. Bridge gave all his freehold estate to his wife for life, 





Oom 


ies (Winding-up) Rules, 1903, which required the affidavit to be 


and after her death he gave certain freehold mang Re rg were the 
subject-matter of the present action to his son W: Bridge, to receive 


st 







~. 


b-4 


~: ow 












344 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





March 24, 1906, 








the rents and profits during his life for the benefit of his children, and 
after his death to his children as William Bridge should by will appoint, 
and in default of appointment to be divided equally share and share alike. 
J.8. Bridge died in 1873 and his wife iv 1879. On the 3rd of March, 1891, 
H. J. Bridge, who was the eldest son of William Bridge, and the plaintiff 
in the present action, entered into a settlement by which, in con- 
sideration of his father entering into a certain release, he as settlor 
granted and conveyed unto the trustees, who were Cleaver and Digby, a'land 
every the freehold property and other property which he might be or there- 
after became entitled toeither by app »intment or in default of appointment 
under the will of J. S. Bridge on the death of his father, and the trustees 
were to hold the same property upon trust to receive the income thereof 
or at such time or times as they should think fit to convert the same into 
money and to invest the proceeds and to pay the income thereof toH J. 
Bridge during his life, and after his death to his widow, and upon the 
death of the widow upon trust to sell and convert into money the trust 
fund and divide the proceeds, and his father William Bridge covenanted 
that he would not execute any appointment which might have the effect 
of giving H. J. Bridge Jess than the same share in the property bequeathed 
by the will of J. S. Bridge as he would have had in default of the power 
of appointment therein contained. The settlement did not contain any 
words of limitation of the estate to be taken by the trustees thereof, 
Gleaver and Digby. By his will of the 8th of November, 1899, William 
Bridge gave, devised, and bequeathed to hisson H. J Bridge the freehold 

roperty the subject-matter of this action. He died on the 29th of 

November, 1901. Cleaver on the 27th of November, 1902, retired from the 
trusts of the settloment, and 8. Pittfield was appointed as trustee in his 

lace jointly with Digby. On the 30th of December, 1902, Digby and 
Pittheld, in exercise of the power of sale contained in the settlement, 
conveyed unto Goitein in fee simple the freehold property in question. 
Goitein on the 15th of September, 1904, transferred the property to the 
defendant, who was duly registered as proprietor with a possessory title 
of the freehold land in question. The consideration money for the 
property was paid to Digby and was misappropriated by him, and he 
afterwards committed suicide, and therefore Cleaver was the sole survivor 
of the original trustees of the settlement. This summons was taken out to 
determine whether upon the true construction of the settlement of the 3rd 
of March, 1891, the property comprised therein was only granted to the 
trustees as joint tenants foran estate for their lives and the survivor of them, 
and for a declaration that in the events which had happened the defend- 
ant was only entitled tothe hereditaments for the residue of the life of 
the survivor of the original trustees Cleaver. For the plaintiff it was 
argued that as no words of limitation were used in the s+ttlement the 
estate given to the trustees was only a life estate, and that it made no 
difference whether the gift was of a legal estate or only of an equitable 
one. Aste -hnical words had been used their proper construction must be 
given to them even though the result might be to defeat the settlor’s 
intention ; an equitable limitation by way of trust executed had the same 
construction as a legal limitation: Re Irwin (53 W. R. 200), Re Hudson (72 
L. T. 892), and Re Whiston's Settlement (42 W. R. 327). For the defendant 
it was urged that the settlement was not a conveyance but a contract to 
convey, and that the interest dealt with by it was an executory one in 
which no words of limitation were required, and that as it was for value it 
operated in equity by way of agreement and bound the property from the 
moment when the contract was capable of being performed, and that as he 
intended to convey the fee simple to the trustees the deed in equity gave 
such an estate to the trustees: TZuilby v. Official Receiver (37 W. R., 
p- 577), Re Clarke (36 W. R., p. 294). the conveyance made was under a 
power of sale which was collateral and not necessarily commensurate with 
the estate of the trustees, which enabled them to sell the property and 
not merely their interest in it. 


Kexewica, J., after referring to the will of J. 8. Bridge, held that H. J. 
Bridge took a legal or equitable estate in remainder expectant on the 
death of his father in fee simple in one-seventh of his property, subject 
to being divested by the exercise of the power of appointment, and by the 
settlement of the 3rd of March, 1891, he did not purport to convey to the 
trustees what he had then, but what he would become entitled to on thedeath 
of his father whether he took it under the appointment or in default of 
appointmext. If he had taken in default of appointment he would have 
not ae to convey to the trustees his one-seventh in reversion and the 
result would have been that he would not have conveyed the fee, because 

“there were no words of limitation. But, in fact, he conveyed what should 
be appointed to him. His father exercised the power of appointment 
under which he took certain properties, but there was no estate vested in 
the son in those properties except such as he had in default of appoint- 
ment and which was defeated by the appvintment, therefore there remained 
nothing which he could possibly convey as coming under the appointment. 
But it had been settled that words of this kind must be construed as a 
covenant. Therefore this must be read as a covenant by H. J Bridge that 
he would convey whatever came to him by the exercise by his father of the 
power of appointment, and for that purpose no words of limitation at all 
were required, and the word “‘ grant’’ must be construed as a covenant 
for this purpose to grant. It was said that the trustees were to hold what 
was conveyed to them, and that all that was conveyed to them was a life 
estate, but what H. J. Bridge covenanted to deal with was all and every 
the frechold property and other property which he might be or thereafter 
become entitled to, either by appointment or in default of appointment, 
which included freehold or any other property real or personal, What 
they were to hold was not an estate, but the property in which the estate 
was to bejconveyed to them. The trustees were to hold the same upon 
trust to receive the income, or at such times as they should think fit to 
convert the same into money and to invest the proceeds. This could be more 


—= 
it was a power, as they had a discretion about it. But whether a trust 
a power, the trustees might if they pleased convert the property and sell it, 
Therefore, as the property was not taken in default of appointment the 
deed must be construed with regard to that contingency as a covenant 
only, because it could not operate in any other way, and therefore there 
was a binding covenant on H. J. Bridge to convey what he took under hig 
father’s will by virtue of the appointment. - CounseL, Stewart Smsth, K 6 

and Methold ; P. O. Lawrence, K C., and Welby King. Soutcrrors, 0. H. v 
Osborn ; Brown § Woolnough. ‘ 


[Reported by R. Franxuin Srossine, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, } 





*,* Owing to the non-return of a proof last week, the word “ not” was 
incorrectly inserted in the judgment in Bower v. Clark (ante, p. 327). The 
Lord os Justice said that ‘‘section 305 did apply to an entry unde 
section 36. 








New Orders, &c. 


Aliens Act, 1905. 

The Secretary of State for the Home Department hereby gives notice, 
pursuant to section 3 (3) of the Rules Publication Act, 1893, that on the 
20th instant, for the purposes of the Aliens Act, 1905, be made the follow. 
ing Rule under section 2 (2) of that Act :— 

ereas, in pursuance of the provisions of the Aliens Act, 
1905, I made Rules dated the 19th December, 1905, and numbered 
1 to 25: 


to : 
Now I hereby make the following additional Rule, to be inserted 
after Rule No. 23:— 
23a. Reasonable facilities (having regard to the accommodation 
available) shall be given for the attendance of Reporters to the 
public newspaper Press at any meeting of a Board at which an 
appeal is to be heard: provided that the Board shall be at liberty 
to deliberate in private before giving their decision in any case, and 
any Reporter present shall, if requested, withdraw in order that 
they may do so. 
H. J. Guapsronr, 
One of His Majesty’s Priucipal 
Secretaries of State. 
Whitehall; 20th March, 1906. 
Copies of the Rule may be puchased at the Sale Office for Official 
Publications, Messrs. Wyman & Sons, Fetter-lane, E.O. 








Law Societies. 


The Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society. 


The annual general meeting of this society was held at the Law Institu- 
tion, on Friday, the 16:h of February, 1906, when there were present 
Mr. E. L. Wallis (president), Mr. O. P. Lloyd (vice-president), Messrs, J, 
Gwynne James, H. C. Beddoe, Earle, Corner, Collins, F. R. James, W. J, 
Humfrys, R. H. Symonds-Tayler, C. E. Lilley, Hutchinson, Levick, 
W. Carless, Watson, and J. R. Symonds (hon. sec ). 

The minutes of the last general meeting were read, confirmed, and 
signed. 

The report of the committee for the past year, with statement of 
accounts, were received and adopted. 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. Gwynne James, seconded by 
Mr, A. J. Corner, ‘‘ That Mr. E. P. Lloyd be elected president for the 
ensuing year.”’ 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. Humfrys, seconded by Mr. F. R. 
James, ‘‘ That a cordial vote of thanks be accorded to Mr. E. L. Wallis for 
his services as president during the year.”’ 

It was resolved, on the motion of Mr. H. C. Beddoe, seconded by Mr. 
Collins, ‘‘ That Mr. A. J. Corner be elected vice-president for the ensuing 

ear.”’ 

The following were elected as the committee: Messrs. H. C. Beddoe, 
J. Gwynne James, W. J. Humfrys, H. V. Vaughan, Lilley, F. R. James, 
F. 8. Collins, P. W. L. Earle, E. L. Wallis, and D. Allen. 

Mr. J. R. Symonds was elected hon. secretary and treasurer. 

Mr. Stephen Watkins was elected a member of the society. 

At the annual dinner, which was held at the Town Ha!l, Mr. EB. P. Lloyd 
(president) in the chair, Mr. W. J. Humfrys was presented with a band- 
some tea kettle and teapot, subscribed for by members of the a on 
the occasion of his marriage, in recognition of the many services rendered 
by him to the society. 

The presentation was made by Mr. Wallis, the retiring president, on 
behalf of the subscribers. - 

The following are extracts from the report of the committee. 

Members.—The number of members is now seventy-four, the same as last 
Year, two new members having been elected, while two resigned through 

eaving the district. 

Public Trustee Bill.—The Bill which was before Parliament in the session 
of 1905 was considered by the committee, who urged upon the local repre- 
sentatives in the House of Commons that it ought not to pass into law 
until a series of amendments to be moved on report had been thoroughly 
considered. Ultimately the Bill was withdrawn, and the committee await 





equitably described as a discretionary trust for sale, although in one sense 





with interest the proposals of the eet Government on the subject, 
which it is understood will be brought forward during the present session, 
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The Same and Land Transfer.—Duplicate letters were written to the, 
Parliamentary candidates for the city and county asking: , 
1. Will you oppose any attempt to alter the position of the county | 
councils as regards compulsion to register the title to land, ie. should it | 
he proposed to withdraw the present discretion of the county councils, | 
may we rely on you to vote in favour of the maintenance of the status 


2 
".. May we ask you to oppose any measure which confers on an official, 
whatever he may be called, a right of interference in the administration 
of private trusts as distinguished from a power merely to secure and rafe- 
the trust funds? 
and favourable replies were received from Mr. J. S. Arkwright, M.P., and 
Colonel Lucas-Scudamore, and to the first question from Colonel Garduer, 
MP., Mr. Lamb, M.P., and the other candidates declined to commit 
themselves to any definite action. 

Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence.—At the summer assizes in July last the 
following address was presented to Mr Justice A. T. Lawrence, who 
received a deputation from the society at the Judges’ Lodgings. 

To the Honourable Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence. 

The members of the Herefordshire Incorporated Law Society desire to 
take the opportunity of the first visit to Hereford of the Hon. Mr. Justice 
A. T. Lawrence in the capacity of justice of assize to offer to his lordship 
their congratulations upon his appointment to the bench, and to assure 
him of the extreme satisfaction which such appointment gave to the whole 
profession in this county and neighbourhood. In welcoming his lordship 
to the circuit on which he was for many years one of the most brilliant 
members, and particularly to the town where he commenced bis professional 
career by practising at the quarter sessions bar, they look back with every 
feeling of gratification upon his distinguished and honourable career at 
the bar, and the excellent feeling which has invariably existed between 
him and the members of their own branch of the profession. 

Given under the seal of the oe * this 11th day of July, 1905. 
. L. Watuis, President. 
J. R. Sxmonps, Hon. Secretary. 


United Law Society. 


March 19.—Mr. E. 8. Cox-Sinclair in the chair.—Mr. Hooper pro- 
pounded a point of practice which gave rise to a very interesting dis- 
cussion. Mr. J. D. Charlton then moved, and Mr. H. C. Kains-Jackson 
seconded, ‘‘ That this house would welcome legislation providing for the 
separate assessment and rating of land values.”” The resolution was lust 
by ten votes to seven. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—March 20.—Chairman, Mr. H. T. 
Thomson.—The subject for debate was: ‘That the case of Robbins v. 
Whyte (1906, 1 K. B. 125) (Landlord and Tenant - Lease by Mortgagor 
in Possession—Surrender of Lease—Conveyancing Act, 1881, s. 18) was 
wrongly decided.’’ Mr. J. E. C. Adams opened in the affirmative, Mr. H. 
C. Waterson seconded in the affirmative; Mr. P. B. Henderson opened in 
the negative, Mr. Blagden srconded in the negative. The following 
members also spoke: Messrs. Pleadwe}], Krauss, Rendell, Dollman, Hill, 
Hung Hing Kan, Dowding, and Gallaher. Thgxe voted for the motion 
tight, and against eight ; the chairman gave his casting vote against the 
motion. 








Legal News. 
Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 
Tomas Monracur Ricuarps and Ernest Epwarp Barnett, solicitors 


(Richards & Barnett), 5 and 6, Clement‘s-inn, Strand, London, W.O. 
March 9, [ Gazette, 20. 





Information Required. 


Miss Exizanern Burrexwortn, decased.—The above-named, late of 4, 
Russell-road, Kensington, is supposed to have made a Will some time 
between the years 1893 and 1902. A Reward of £50 will be paid to any 
person who will deliver such Will or who shall give such information as 
will lead to the recovery thereof on or before the 30th of April, 1906, to 
Messrs, Peters & Bolton, 2a, Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-street, 
London, solicitors to the next -of-kin. 

Re Messrs. Mexcer & Mexcer, solicitors, formerly of Mincing-lane and 
Mark-jane, London. The succe-sors to the above firm are requested to 
communicate with Messrs. Clayton, Sons, & Fargus, 10, Lancaster-place, 
Strand, London. 





General. 


A correspondent informs us that on Wednesday last there peacefully 
Ssed away, at her residence, 80, Sterndale-road, Wert Kensington, 
rs. Harriet Finlason, the widow of Mr. Finlason—‘‘Old Fin” of the 


_at the end of last year. He is able to leave 


~The Lord Chancellor will preside at the general meeting of the Barristers’ 
Benevolent Association, which will take place at the Temple Hall 
on Wednesday afternoon, the 28th inst., at 4.15. 


Lord Bramp‘on, says the Times, continues in fairly good health, 
although somewhat weak after the long illness by which he was attacked 
is Ledroom daily, and 
intends when the weather is warmer to go out of town for a change. 

It is announced that Mr. Justice Jelf is suffering from a bronchial 
attack, and has been ordered to take a short rest abroad, and has left 
London, accompanied by Lady Jelf, for the Riviera. Mr. Justice Phillimore 
is suffering from a rather severe attack of influenza, but is progressing 
favourably ; and Lord Justice Romer also has been disabled by indisposi- 
tion from taking his seat in the Court of Appeal. 


The Maidstone borough magistrates, says the Daily Mail, on Saturday 
met to appoint a clerk. The applicants were eventually reduced to Mr. 
Ellis and Mr. Roper, both local sclicitors, who received fourteen votes each, 
The mayor, as chairman, therefore gave his casting vote for Mr. Ellis, who 
was declared elected. It now appears that the mayor had no powcr to 
give a casting vote, and the magistrates will have to be called together 
again. 

The Supreme Court of New Brunswick, says the Albany Law Journal, 
recently gave judgment declaring Miss Mabel French, of St. Johns, not 
eligible to be admitted as an attorney to practise in the province. At the 
heariug of the case one of the justices stated that he knew of no precedent 
in British law which would justify him in admitting a woman to the bar. 
It is said that when the Provincial Legislature is convened next month a 
special Act to secure the young woman’s admission to practise will be 
introduced. 

On Thursday, in the House of Commons, the Attorney-General, in 
replying to a question by Mr. Lehmann, said that owing to the opposition 
of two of the inns of court, only an amended scheme for the use of the 
consolidated fund resulting from the sale of Clifford’s and New-inn had 
been put in operation. He hoped before long that something would be 
done to carry out the wider scheme of his predecessor, which would result 
in creating a school of law in which members of the solicitors’ profession 
and the bar could receive their education. 


The following example of cross-examination, says the Cen‘ral law 
Journal, occurred about twenty years ago: ‘‘ Mr. Tucker, will you have 
the goodness to answer. directly and categorically a few plain questions? ”” 
**Oartainly, sir.” ‘* Well, Mr. Tucker, is there a female living with you 
who is known in the neighbourhood as Mrs. Tucker?” ‘* There is.” 
‘‘Ts she under your protection?’’ ‘‘ Yes.”” ‘*Do you support her?” 
“‘T do.’’ ‘* Have youever been married to her?’’ ‘I have not,’’ (Here 
several of the jurors scowled on Mr. Tucker.) ‘‘ That is all, Mr. Tucker.” 
‘Stop one moment, Mr. Tucker,”’ said the opposing counsel ; “‘is the 
female in question your mother?” ‘“‘ She is.” 

In compensation for their long spell of service in'the Oetzmann case the 
jurors who served have, says the Evening Standard, been exempted from 
further duty of this character for the next seven years. They have earned 
their immunity. O’Conne!l used to tell of a juror who was not content 
with a negative reward of this character. He had been in attendance fir 
five days at Limerick Assizes, when he st-pped upand asked the judge for 
special expenses. The judge inquired on what grounds he made the 
demand. ‘‘ On the ground, my lord,’’ was the answer, ‘‘of my personal 
loss and inconvenience, 1 have been kept away from my patients these 
five days, and if [ am kept here much longer what guarantee have I but 
that they will get well.’”’ 

In a printed answer to a question by Mr. He: bert, as to whether plans 
have for some time been in existence, and approved by the Board of 
Works, for the construction of an additional Chancery Court at the Royal 
Courts of Justice; and, if so, whether, having regard to the fact that 
there are now six judges of the Chancery Division and only five courts for 
them to sit in, it is proposed at an early date to provide the court required, 
Mr. Harcourt states that the plans referred to are in existence, having 
been prepared by the ('ffice of Works.some years ago. The late Atrorney- 
General, in answer to o— on the 8th of May, 1902, stated that 
believed any existing difficulties of accommodation might be solved by a 
rearrangement of the judges’ circuits. ; 

An action, says an American journal, at the suit of Peter Smith against 
an elevator company for damages for a fall from the elevator, was being 
tried at the Circuit Court, wherein said Peter claimed that he was greatly 
injured by the fall aforesaid, was picked up unconscious, &e. A witness 
for the defendants testified that the plain was not picked up uncon- 
scious, but that he *‘ picked himself up and walked ” When asked 
how he knew that plaintiff was not unconscious, he replied: ‘‘ He recog- 
nized me.”’ He was thea asked if plaintiff had ever seen him before, and 
replied in the negative, whereupon he was asked what the plaintiff said to 
him that caused him to think that plaintiff ized him. His reply 
was: ‘ He called me a ‘ Lunk-headed old fool.’ "’ 

Somewhere about the same time as that on which Sir Theodore Martin's 
Reminiscences are to ap’ , there are also to be issued, says the /ell Mell 
Gazette, the autobio hic * Jottings of an Old Solicitor.” The author is 
Sir John Hollams, head of the great City firm which had (and has) such 
important dealings with Kropire-makers, financiers, and public men. The 
volume covers a pertod of sixty years, and describes with characteristic 
amiability and candour the changes of procedure the author has witnessed 
in that time, the judges he has known, and the famous cases in which he 
has had a hand. No one who desires to trace the evolution of and 





Times, She was beloved by a wide circle and in her girlhood days was a 
Great favourite of Leigh Hunt. 
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| wiek ” is likely to ignore Sir John’s acute and instructive comments, 
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At the Chester Assizes, on Thursday and Friday in last week, before Mr. 
Justice A. T. Lawrence, says the Times, John Bond, described as a retired 
medical practitioner, living at Crewe, was charged with feloniously using 
certain instruments up.n Ethel Annie Jones at Crewe aud with causing 
her to take certain noxious drugs, with intent to procure her miscarriage, 
between the Ist of September and the 25th of October last. Counsel for 
the prosecution tendered the evidence of a witness with regard to whom 
another indictment had been framed charging the prisoner with com- 
mitting a similur illegal act upon her early in the year 1905, to shew the 
intent of the prisonerin the present case. Counsel for the defendant argued 
that the evidence was not admissible, but the prosecution relied on the case 
of Rez v. Dale (reported in Cox’s Crown Cases, vol. 16, p. 703), a case very 
similar to the present one. His lordship referred to the case of BR. v. 
Geering (18 L. J. M. C., p. 215) and to Making v. Attorney-General of New 
South Wales (17 Cox’s Criminal Cases 704), and said that he considered the 
evidence was admissible, and allowed it. He consented to grant a case 
upon the point for the consideration of the Court of Crown Cases Reserved. 


A letter, says the Times, has been addressed to members of the several 
immigration boards in the United Kingdom by Mr. Chalmers, the 
Permanent Under-Secretary for Home Affairs, in which he says that the 
Aliens Act was passed for the purpose of checking the immigration of 
undesirable aliens. Parliament, in the judgment of the Secretary of 
State, never intended that in the administration for that object the 
provisions of the Act they should be applied with a rigidity which 
excludes considerations as to whether refusal of leave to land will involve 
ge persona! hardship or suffering in the case of women and children. 

, too, a man who is free from any infectious or objectionable disease 
may be in a critical state of health, and to refuse him toland might expose 
him to cruel hardship. Again, the statement of a man claiming to be a 
political or religious refugee may, be insufficient or incorrect, yet he may be 
expos+d to serious risk from political causes if he have to return. Though 
the Secretary of State recognizes that the absence of corroborative 
evidence frequentiy makes it extremely difficult for boards to come 
to a decision in cases falling within the proviso to section 1 (3) of the Act, 
he hopes that, having regard to the present disturbed condition of certain 
parts of the Continent, the benefit of the doubt, where any doubt exists, 
may be given in favour of any immigrants who allege that they are flying 
from religions or political persecution in disturbed districts, and that in 
such cares leave to land may be given. The Secretary of State’s attention 
has been directed to the question of admitting the newspaper prees to the 
meetings of the immigration board, and he is contemplating an additional 
rule to deal with this point. In the meantime I am to say that he thinks 
that it would tend to the removal of certain misconceptions which have 
arisen as to the procedure of the boards and the grounds on which they 
have come to their decisions if the hearing of the cases were reported in the 
newspaper press, and he is of opinion that reasonable facilities (having 

to the accommodation available) should be given for the attendance 
of reporters. It will, of course, be competent for the board to deliberate 
in private, if they so desire, before coming to their decision in any case, 
the reporters, if necessary, withdrawing for the purpose. 








To Execvtors.— Vatvations ron Pronate.—Messrs. Watherston & Son, 
Jewellers, Goldsmiths, and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vigo-street 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bond-street), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 


Frxep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed meng who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. ] 








The Property Mart. 


Sales-of the Ensuing Week, 


March 28.—Mesers. Parersox & Tuomas, at the Rooms of the Liverpool Law Association, 
14, Cook-street, Liverpool, at 3: Contingent Reversionary Interest in One-fifth Share 
of a Trust Estate, valued at £32,373 188. 1d. Solicitors, Mesms. Jones, Paterson, & 
Co., Liverpool. (Sce advertisements, this week, p. iv.) 

March 29.—Mesers. Bataxt & Son, at the Mart, at 2:—By order of the Executors of the 
late H. D. Pritchard, Eeq. Hackney Wick: The valuable Freehold Estate, covering 
about Pece-quentens of an acre, and comprising factories, 15 dwelling-houses, and a 

of building land; let, and producing rentals of £415 28 annum, Great 
t, £.C.: The modern and substantially-built Frechold Business Premises, 
in the heart of the cabinet-makers’ trade, and on the border of the City, covering an 
area of 1,476 square feet. 2, Warwick-square, Pimlico, for many years town resi 
of the late Mr. Pri rd; rental value £160. 209, Gloucester-terrace, Ba ter, 
near ’s-road, and close to Royal Oak and Paddington Stations ; let at dios 
eckham: Freehold Dwelling-house ; let at £20 per annum. Solicitor, 


Y tham : 
geet. Messrs. Pritchard, Englefield, & Co., _— : 
Estate, in One Lot, comprising six houses; producing £166 2s. prr annum. 
Le 1d Residence . ‘alworth : 100, Lorrimore-road ; let at £34. Bolicito. 





-» London, (See advertisements, March 17, 


Dp. ¥-) 
Sea a mms. Geeex & Som, at the Mart, at 2:—Ilford High-road: First-class Free- 


vestments. Solicitors, Messrs. Bird & Eldridges, London. vertise- 
ments, March 17,p.¥.) -_ wn os 











Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reaisrrars in ATTENDANCE ON 





Emercency Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No. 2. KEkEWICH. Farwet, 
Monday, March ..26 Mr. Beal Mr. Farmer Mr. Godfrey Mr. Jackson 
y 27 Carri n R. Leach Pemberton 
- 28 Pemberton Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
. 29 Jackson i R. Leach Pemberton 
Friday . ..80 R. Leach Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
Saturday . 81 Godfrey King R. Leach Pemberton 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
Date Buck.ey. Joyog. Swinren Eapy. Wakaieroy, 
Monday, March ......... 26 Mr. Church Mr. Carrington Mr. Theed Mr. Greswel] 
soon wd peteceee Greswell Beal W. Leach Church 
Church Carrington Theed W. Leach 
Greswell Beal W. Leach Theed 
Church Carrington Theed King 
ll Beal W. Leach Farmer 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 16, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luarep tn CHANCERY. 


AaricoLturat Company or Mavagirius, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented March 

, di heard March 27. Fiux & Co, East India ay, solors for petners. Notice 

of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock im the afternoon of 
March 26 

BiauineuamM anp Distaict Mutua. Trapine Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented 
March 2, airected to be heard at the Court House, Corporation st, Birmingham, March 
22. Davis, Birmingham, for Khodes & Son, Wolverhampton, solors for petners, 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon of March 21 ( ; 

Canary Istanps Faurr Acency, Limirzp—Creditors are required, on or before April 28, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Cooper, 28, Budge row, Cannon st 

Patent Baeap Process Co, Limirep (NortTinanam, Bakers) (In Votunrary Liquipatios) 
— Creditors are required, on or before April 3, to rend their names and addresses, and 
the paiticulars of their debts or claims, to Robert Bartle Baggaley, Albion chmbrs, 
King st, Nottingham F - 

Seevian Deepeine anv Minine Synvicate, Liaitep—Creditors are required, on or before 
April 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Herbert Alfred Deed, 1, Gresham bidgs, Basinghall st : 

SouTuEND Pavace Horst Co, Limirep —Petn for winding up, presented March 9, directed 
to be heard March 27. Laytons, Budge row, Cannon st, solors for petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


W C Horns & Sons, Limirep - Creditors are meee on or before April 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James Durie 
Pattullo, 65, London wall. Honey, St Swithin’s in, solor for liquidator hots 

West or Encuanp ano Sours Wares Transport Co, Limirep—Pein for winding up, 
presented March 6, directed to be heard at the Guildhall, Small st, Bristol, March 30, at 
11. Lawrence & Co, Bristol, solors for petmers. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 29 , 

Woorsos Distaicr Water Co, Limirep —Creditors are required, on or before April 7, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of thew debts or claims, to Alfred J 
Mew, High st, Wootton, I W. Frere & Co, Lincoln’s ina fields, solors fur liquidator 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, March 20, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1n CHANCERY. 


Cawapian Lanp Devecopmest AND Finance Synpicare, Limitep —Creditors are required 
on or before May 1, to send their names and ad , and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Harry Barker, 6, Old Jewry f Y 

“ Kirxari,” Saip Co, Limrrep —Creditors are required to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harold B Steel, 17, Water st, Liverpool 

Po.uaK-VigaG Tareceara Synvicate, Liairep—Creditors are required, on or before May 
5, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
William 8 Ogle, 90, Cannon st ! 

Raintow Bazwery Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, cn or before April 9, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H French, 4, 
Frederick st, Sunderland ; 3 ; 

8 N Synpicate, Liwsrep (1x Liquipation) —Creditors are required, on or before April 30, 
to send their names and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
G. Bartholomew, 695, Salisbury House, London wall. Reynolds & Co, Bedford row, 
solors for liquidator ; ; 

8 B Tay.or & Sons, Limtren--Petn for winding up, presented March 14, directed to be 
heard at the Town Hall, Truro, March 27, at 10. earle & Co, Truro, for Collyer & 
Davis, Abchurch ln, solorsfor petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of March 26 

Star Conn Mivens’ Society, Limirep ,\OLpuam)—Creditors are required, on or before 
May 2, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of their debts or claims, to 
the Liquidators of the Society, Oldham. Wrigley & Co, Oldham, solors for liquidator 

Sreamsaie “ Dotuiz” Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before May |, to = 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Sam 
Oldbam, 30, The Temple, Dale st, Liverpool. Hill & Co, Liverpoul, solors for liquidator 


—— 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day ov Ciarm. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, March 9. 
Av.oock, Tuomas, Hulland, Ashbourne, Derby, Farmer April 9 Allcock y Woolston, 
Wi J Syms, Queen Victoria st 


Tuiiy, Tuomas, don, Surrey, News; Owner April 11 Dorman v Tully, Keke 
wich, J , Gt James st, Belford row 
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a 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Ciam, 
London Gazette,—Turspay, March 13. 


ype, Rronarp Atrrep, Southend on Sea April 20 Scott, Chancery In 

a Epcar Harriey, Fulham, Manufacturer April!4 Wickstead & Co, Bradford 

Bangs, WILLIAM Henry, Sheffield April 2L Bennett, Sheffield 

BenveTT, Mary, Stalybridge, Chester April 30 Ives, ——— 

BLAND, James, Scarburough, Builder April18 Watts & Co, Gerbera 

BLaSTOCK, WILLIAM TaveRneR, Rowley Fieids, Leicester Land Agent y 1 Buckby, 
eicester 

By Joan Samuet, Potters Bar, South Mimms, Farmer April 10 Byfield & Son, 

Sune bldgs, Lincola’sinn _ : 

Barers, Louisa, Potters Bar Aprill0 Byfield & Son, Stone bldgs, Lincoln’s inn 

Baicos, Jony, Blackburn May 3 Yates & Co, Blackburn 

Brows, Davin Hucars, Pembroke Duck, Soiicitor_aprill4 Lock & Muncaster, Tenty 

Bookie, Witt1am Winpross, Gateshead, Engine Driver April 28 Swinburne, Gates- 
head 


u, Gore, Mortimer, Berks April7 Dodd & Co, Caversham 

ee, EmiLy Maria, Bristol April? Perham & Son, Bristol 

Ciark, Sopaia Jayz, Birkenhead March 8 Matthew & Co, Liverpool 

Communes, ALEXANDER, Siogapore, Straits Settlements, Merchants April 30 Pead, 
Bexhill 


xe, EuizapeTu Caas.orre, Brighton April12 Fitzhugh & Co, Brighton 
oe Euizaustu, Bradford aprill4 Walker, Bradfo 
GagiaAnD, Mexcy ADELAIDE, Pustswood, southampton April20 J B & F Purchase, 
nt st 

Gop, Faancis, Northrepps, Norfolk, Farmer April14 Hansells & Hales, Cromer 

Green, Jonn, Elson, Elieswere, Salop, farmer Age 9 Giles, Ellesmere, salop 

Gxorrzy, ADULPHUS WALDorF CagL, Cromwell rd, South Kensington, Author April 9 
Jobson, Linculn’s inn fields 

Haviiar, Kaa, Brighton April 20 Hayllar, Brighton 

Hisst, Horatio CLakk, Ranmoor, Sheffied April3) Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Hokart, Taumas, Week Saint Mary, Cornwall, Labourer April 30 Blatchford, Stratton, 
Cornwall 

Kewietr. Jostan, Wyke, Yorks, Carman April9 Cadman & Co, Cieckheaton 

Licexcs, Tuomas, Laystall st, Clerkenwell rd, Master Carman April 12 Arnatt, John 
st, Kedturd row 

Maosiac, Antaur, Ascot Aprli7 TB & W Nelson, Cannon st 

Mixcuts, Estaer Asumeap, Prestbury,Glos May 2 Billings, Cheltenham 

Morzis, Hexey, Forest Row, Sussex April 10 Turner, bast Grinstead 

Quaumey, Cuag.orre, Golcar, Yorks April 30 #reeman, Slaithwaite 

RopeatTson, Janz, Fatmouth April 10 Masterman & Everington, Gt Winchester st 

Scno.erie.D, CuHagLes Witiiam, Sowerby Bridge, Yorks April 18 Bhodes & 
Halifax 

Suarr, Eowarp, Hounslow April9 Stewart & Rouse, Ipswich 

Suirx, DanieL, Romiley, Chester April 30 Innes, Manchester 

Sucre, Jonn MacpowaL, Cheitenham Aprili2 Rickerby, Cheltenhsm 

Surrs, Wi11AM Raupu, Derby April8 Moody & Woolley, Derby 

Srxence., Hermann JuBANN Par.ipp, Denbighst, Westminster April20 Taylor & Dorté, 
Billiter st 

Srev-ns KacuEL, Crewe _ ~ 8 Bird & Eldridges, Gt James’ st, Bedford row 

Srongzy, Epwasp KenpaLt, row in Furness, Dental Mechanic:an March 28 Thomp- 
son, Barrow in Furness 

Ture.ratt, Henry, Bamber Bridge, nr Preston April 3 Finch & Co, Preston 

Tyson, Kau MarsHatt, Cark in Vartmel, Lancs, Farmer April 30 Hart & Co, 
Ulverston 

Vixz, Wactes Jonx, Southampton, Stevedore May 22 Coxwell & Pope, Southampton 

Waassvssr, Juan Ulverstun, Lancs April2 Martin & Atkin-on, Ulverston 

Waicue.o, MarrHew AnTuoONy, Eastbourne Aprill0 Lydall & Sons, John st, Bedford 


row 
Wivsy, Groner Hurt, Moseley, Worcester, Drysalter Aprill4 Glaisyer & Co, Birmingham 
London Gazette.—Fripay, March 16, 


Ayprews, Epowarp, Wolverhampton, Shop Manager April 30 Turner, York 

Asmiraer, Epwarp, shepley, Yorks april30 Ramsden & Co, Huadersfield 

Bett, Ayn, Nuiden, nr Rochdaie April s0 Hartley & Son, Rochdale 

Botromiey, Evy, Halifax April 20 —— Sons, Halifax 

aie Emity Isasecta, Hyde Park gdas April 16 Cox & Lafone, Tower Royal, 

4DLON st 

Burcea.t, James, St Helens, Pawnbroker April 21 Tyrer & Fletcher, 8t Helens 
Cauveart, Sopnia, Bournemouth April6 Crowther, Bradford 

Ciaxk, My.es Agte., Weston super Mare, Solicitor april 30 Harley & Son, Bristol 
Couert, Esturr, terkeley, Glos April 25 Scott & Son, keley, Glos 

Coorg, Witutam Roserar, Waltham Cross April21 W. Co, Gracechurch st 

a } na Jounx, Coventry, Commercial Traveller April 14 Watkins, Newtown, 

Z es 
Durr, Right Hon Sir Mounrstuart Expaixstone Grant, Chelsea embankment April 24 
Farrer & Co, Lincoln's ina fir 

Ewart, Sir Joseps, Preston, Brighton, Physician May 9 Stevens & Son, Brighton 

Freak, ALFrxD Joun, Maivern, Hairdresser April i7 Stubbs, Birmingham | 
Firtoy, James, Dewsbury May 1 Chadwick & Sons, Dewsbury 

Fierouse, K11zA Heuiecey, Brighton May1l Chadwick & Sous, Dewsbury 

Forster, WitiiaM, Seafurth, Lance Apiil 2l Menzies & Co, Liverpool 

Fowei., Axton, ‘lean, Staffs March 22 Cull & Brett, Uheadle, Stoke on Trent 

Gayt, Frank, B-rwick st, Oxford st Apzil 20 Pettiver & Pearkes, College hill 
Haut, Psre«, st Anne’s onthe sea, Lancs Robinson, Bach poot 

Hantiey, Martusw, Stalybridge, Votton Waste Dealer April 24 itehead, Staly- 





TTT 


Howaanp, Jouy, Cotehill, Cumberland April18 Lea Carlisle 

ae, Sa Coseley, Sedgley, Staffs, Innkeeper May 16 T M & F H Whitehouse, 
verhampton 

Kesse.u, Socomos, Plymouth, Carpenter April9 Bickle & Wi'cocks, Plymouth 

Littie, Agraus Hesevtive, 80 , Lancs May1 Mawdsley & Hadfield, Southport 

Luoyp, Mary, Dudiey & Co, O:d Gili. staffs 

Lovett, Ricnarp Heyxry, Rumsgate 26 Hills & Shea, Margate 

Manrsianp, Lypia Jay, Worthing yo! 2 Smith, Fiesbury sq ‘ 

Meier, E.tzasetn, Wigan, ‘ostmustress March 31 Dootson, Leigh, Lancs 

Mo.uerr, Ann, Margate April 26 Hills & Shea, Margate 

Moureatroyp, Roserrsaaw, ecarborough April 16 Birdsall & Cross, Scarborough 

Peary, Francis Tresva, April 26 Hills & Shea. te 

Rosiyson, Joun Rytey, Dewsbury May1 Chadwick & Sons, 

Rucker, Mary ANTOineTTe, St Leonard’s on Sea May 11 Hollams & Co, Mincing lo 

ScHoFIgLD, Ex1zaBeTa Eviex, Rochdale April 28 Jackson & Co, Rochdal 

Sxxp, Joun, Bradtord,Gro-er April2 Heap, Bradford 





Simonps, James, Reading, Banker April 26 , Reading 

Suira, Farenp, Brighton April 18 Semen. ‘ove, suseex 

Soangs, James, So st, Red Lion sq, Wholesale stationer April 16 Cooke, Coleman st 
Syrertr, aca alton on Thames April 30 Watson & Uo, Whittington av, 


Tayior, Hester Foorner, Ramsgate March5 Mercer & Whi 
Tuompson, Evizasets, Holywell May1 W. 
Twipate, Wiiuiam, Hyde April 18 ilson Ashton under Lyne 
Wa ker, James, Salford, Lancs April 30 Si & Simpson, Manchester 
Watxer, Samvet, Habfax, Worstea Spinner April 30 Clarkson & Buckley, Halifax 
Wiurams, Caruenixe, Landore, Swansea March 3t Viner & Co, swansea 
Wi.utaMs, Joseps, Rhoscolyn, Anglesey April26 Francis, Carduf 

London Gazette.—Turspa¥, March 20. 


Aveuqeen, Frepenick, Kettering, Northampton, Blacksmith April24 Lamb & Stringer, 
ettering 

Avery, Cuar.orte, Edgbaston, Bimingham April27 Johnson & Co, Birmingham 
Bap.ry, Caro.uine, Bournemouth March 31 Cooksey & Co, Old Hull, staffs 

Bavpaey, Hakerett EvizaseTs, Denmark rd, Kilburn Apri 30 Lloyd & Cooper, Victoria 


st, Westminster 

Boyer, Jonny, Hyde, Chester, Bank Mana April 24 Ives, Stalybridge 

Borer, Tom, Droylsden, Lancs April 24 Ives, Stalybridge 

Bunyey, Rosert, Owslebury, nar Winchester, ter april13 Dowling, Winchester 

Crakk, Exiza, Enfield April18 Speechly & 'o, New sq, Lincoin’s inn 

Crarke, Mary, Winterton Hall, Li June 1 Goy & Co, Barton on Humber 

CocxsuuT, James, North grove, Highgate, Wall Paper Manufacturer April 30 Ward & 
Co, Gracechurch st 

Cotz, Mary Ametia, Elm grove, Hammersmith April 30 Farrar & Co, Warérobe pl, 
Doctors’ Common 

Crow, Janez Mary, Haswell, Durham Aprill4 Mawson, Durham 

Epecomse, Rev Georce, Notungham April 20 Tozer & Deli, leignmouth 

Fisuer, Samus. Duny, Sheffield april16 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Guaves, Rosert Evty, R-geatst Apri30 Rawle & Co, Bedford row 

Ha.pon, Right Hon Wanita Hargiet Dowager Baroness, Whitchurch, Oxford April 30 
Braikenridge & Edwards, Bartlett's oldgs 

Hawps, Exiza, Birmingham April 21 Frost, Birmingham 

Hastines. Henry Capocas, Guildford Aprill4 Wells, Guildford 

Lams, Jans, Coolhurst rd, Hornsey a 28 Boulton & Co, Northampton sq 

Luoyp, Joux Earve Luoyp, Totnes, Cider Merchant April 30 Farrar & Co, Wardrobe 
pl, Doctors’ Commons 

McCuorr, Jesse Huesay, Ikley April17 McConnell, Leeds 

Mackivnon Farquuar, Stockwell April 20 Grant & Co, Scrand 

Maruew, CaarLes Taropore, Seven sisters rd, Finsbury Pak, Meat Salesman April 26 
Pearce & sons, Giltspur st 

Meg.uetr, Evwakp, Henley on Thames, Vet Surgeon April 13 Cooper & Son, Healey on 


ames 
MitygEs a a Beaumont, Cawthorne, nr Barnsley April 23 Bury & Walkers, 
Tasie' 

Morais, Jane, Reading April16 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Moruts, Toomas RicHARD, ing Apriié Brain & Brain, Reading 

Norsery, Wittiam Epwarp, Chorlton cum Hardy, Manchester, Traveller April 21 
Jones & Payne, Manchester 

Overenp, Georcz Henry, Stockwell Park rd April 27 Gibbon & Moore, Gt James st, 

ford row 

Pitts, Axx, Brixton March1 Edmunds & Rutherford, Gt Winchester st 

Porritt, Heyry, Murton, nr Earsdon, Northumberland April 16 Arnott & Co, 
Newcas le on Tyne 

Porrer, Saran ANN, Poynton, Chester April28 Orford & Sons, Manchester 

Reap, Ricnarp Hut, Wandsworth rd, Clapham April 15 Elis, Chancery In 

Ress, Cuarces Henry, Liangennith,Glsm April 2 Beor & Plant, Swansea 

Rostssox, Witu1am Grorce, Bexley Heath April 16 Rayner, Bream’s bidg:, Chan- 


cery In 
Row.ey, Samurt Hust, Church Gresley, Derby, Earthenware Manufeeturer April 10 
Dewes & Musson, Ashby de la Zouch 


* Sari, O.rvia, Harrogate Apnmli17 Clarke & Whittington, Leeds 


Seaton, Argruur, Pembroke Dock, Licensed Victualler April 21 B:own & Wynne, 
Pembroke Dock 


Suepuerp, Maia, North Wingfield, Derby May 15 Stanten & Walker, Chesterfield » 
Sims, [satan Esenezea. High st, Poplar, Beer tetailer 39 Loxky & Uo, eae 
i Rev A.rasp, Layaton Rectory, Glus May 1 Hewlett & vo, Raymond bidégs, 
ray s inn 
Wanenem, Ge Sam. Randwick, Stroud, Glos April 20 Corbould & Co, Hearietta st, 
Cavendish sy 
Warp, Many, Cheltenham April15 Wood, Chel 





bridge 
Hoiurs, Key Wituram, Scarborough April 30 Turner, York 


tenham 
Wox.srenuoime, Josera, Old Colwyn, Denbigh, Manufacturer May 15 Tucker & Co, 
Manchester * 








Bankruptcy Notices. an 2d ‘Grd March 
London Gasette,—Fripay, Marzh 16, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bennett, Joux Lovenina, Neath, Glam, Insurance Agent Dow .s, AxTHuR Swarw 
beravon Pet March tz Ord March 12 Steward Pembroke L’ 


Bivputpa, Tuomas, Hulme, Manchester, Builder Man- Epwonps, Atpgrt Epwarp, Birm ngham, Fruiterer Bir- 

B ‘ : mingbam fet March 12 Ord March 12 

wiz, Kkancis WituaM, Burton on Trent, Chemist | Exiam, he oy uel Boot Dealer Crojdon Pet Frb 19 
Ord ch 13 


chester Pet Feb 10 Ord March 14 
Burton on Trent Pet March lv Ord March 12 


3 
Davies, Isaac, Yetrad Rhondda, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Jacoss, Gaskett Samuven, Lavende 
tet Mach 1s Ord March 1 | Salesman High Jourt 


Denny, Exocn, over Sands, 
in Furness’ Poe Basch 12 


Couepar, Laxcetot W, Leinster sq High Court Pet | Ivirre, Groner, Leicester, Grocer Leicester Pet Manh 


13 Ord Maren 13 
sweep, Clapham 
unction, Pet March 14 Ord 
Builder Barrow | March 14 


Ord M 12 | Jervasys, Tuomas, Neath, Collier Aberayon Pet March 
Haverfordwest, Pembroke, | 12 Ord March 12 Z 
Pet march 14 Ord March 14) Jexaixs & ae, Some. Bridgend, Glam, Grocers Caniiff 
| Pet Fed 28 Ord March 12 

| Joxzs, Wiut1am Daxren, Seven Sisters, Gl+m, Coal Miner 
| Aberavon Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
| Kamer, Haney, Birmi Pork Butcher Bi:mingham 











Buacksuny, James, Cockermouth, Cumberland, Musical Evans, Susan, Neyland, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler | Pet March 10 Ord March 10 

Insirument Dealer Cockermouth Pes Jan 9 Ord Pembroke Dock Pet March 6 Ord March 14 | Lawrox, Witiam, Derby, Commercial Traveller Derby 
Bo lu ‘ Fareeut, Wiiu1am Tarr, Lozelis, Birmingham, Small Oak et March 10 Ord March 10 . 

vcHeR, Peroy, Anfield, Liverpool, Actor Liverpool Worker Pet Maron 12° Ord March 12 Laxroy, Cuarues Farpercx, Spalding, Lines, Coal 

Pet Manh 14 Ord March 14 Feenis, SHapeacn, Swindon, ici Swindon Pet Merchant Pet Marh lid Ord March 14 
Burry, Marruxw, Morecambe Bradford Pet March 12 March 14 Ord March 14 Lansarp, Sreraex, Builder Hastings Pet 
Bo Ord Mareh 12 . Greaves & Co, J 8, Blackburn, Coal Dealers Blackburn March 1 Ord March 13 , 

SWELL, WitLIaAM Gonos, Fernside, Edgware 8t Albans Pet Feb 26 Ord March 12 Lewis, Ricuargp Eyyox, Swansea, Clothier’s Assistant 
© Pet March 10 Ord March 10 Hause, Faaxors Rosxet, Evesham, W ter, Fishmonger Swansea Pet March 12 Ord March 12 
ALouTT, Cuauces CO, Alexandra rd, 8t John’s Wood, Com- Wi Pet March 14 Ord March 14 Lintett, Epwaap Wi.uiam, Street, Builder 
megs? pos High —_ Roy, Feb 22 oe Maroh 13 | Hassact, Baxxst WILLIAM Biar's Zoe, Laws ~~, in Well ag Ord March 12 Pe 

m, New Wortley, Leeds, Flyer Forger Stationer Madeley WaY, JOHN, Linen Draper Sunderland 
Leeds Pet March 18 Ord Masob 18 Feb 30° Ord March 





é. 


+. oh 





“ 
~ 








348 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


March 24, 1906, 








McBaypg, Atsxenper, Workington, oa, Grocer 
Cockermouth Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Mackxurnon, Anprew, Salisbury House, London wall, 
Stockbroker High Court PetJan5 Ord Feb 6 

Mevcor, Wituiam, Stretford, — Oculist Manchester 
Pet March 13 Ord March 

Micxaap, Jouy, North rd, Caledonian rd, Carman High 
Court Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Moon, Gitbert Frepenick, Stratton on the Fosse, Somerset, 
Baker ells Pet March 18 Ord March 13 

Orton, Faanx, Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet March 10 


Ord 10 
Patton, James, Middlesbrough, Monumental Mason 
Middlesbrough Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
Pearson, Wittiam Heyry, a upon Hull, Surgeon 
ae Kingston upon Hull Pet March 13 Ord 


Prag, Damier, sen, Derby, Tailor Derby Pet March 12 
Ord March 12 


Powgtt, Joan Wit1am, Port Talbot, a Photographer 
Aberavon Pet March 13 Ord March 

Rees, Epwarp Davis, Caersws, Montgomery Physician 
Newtown Pet Murch 12 Ord March 

Ricwarpsoyx, GeorGg Freperick, rs tor Horse Dealer 
Chester Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Rircatg, oo 8t Helens, Lancs, a Victualler 
Li Pet March 12 Ord March 1 

Roperts, exer, Nort, ee Milkiman” Bheffield Pet 

Rowe, Steprxes, Lingdale, Skelton, Leer ig Grocer Stockton 
on Tees Pet March 10 Ord March 1 

Sanperson, Jusera Reep, Whitley Bay, Mateetuted. 
Chemis; New on Tyne Pet Ma-ch 12 Ord 


March 12 

Savace, Tuomas, Adswood, + Ween Farmer Stockport 
Pet March 14 Ord March 1 

Scort, Watrer Samvet, Walsall, Commission Agent 

Walsall Pet March 9° Ord March 9 

Seckersox, Epmunp, Scotts Green, Dudley, opm 
Builder Dudley Pet March12 Ord March 

Sarrsipes, Wittiam Fewxzs, Orston, Notts, ate Nott- 

Pet March13 Ord March 13 

Sotom, Marc, Stoke vpon Trent, Staffs, Tile ae = 
see yd Stoke upon Trent Pet March 13 Ord 

—_, a Paroy, ae ene en Gurnard, Cowes, 

teamship Superintendent Ne rt 8 Pet 

March12 Ord March 12 = 

Texront, Rosert, and Daytz Det-Monico, Edward st 
Wardour st, Provision Dealers High Court Pet 
March 12 Ord March 12 

Tuomsox, Stastey Georce, Edgley rd, Clapham rd, 
Licensed Victualler High Court Pet March 14 Ord 


14 
Wearuenrtey, Aetave, Kingston u Hull, Fish Merchant 
ingston upon Hull Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Wacken, James, O} , Shoemaker Oldham Pet March 
14 Ord March 14 

Warkiss, ay Cardiff, pana Superintendent 
Cardiff Pet Feb 23 Ord March 

Watson, Cuag.zs ALLE, Spalding. Lines, Builder Peter- 
borough Pet March 14 Ord March 

Weatseaiey, Artuvr, Be soy Photographic Artist 
Leicester Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Wherter, Atsert James, Leeds, Black and White Artist 
Leeds Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Wartwortn, Joux, Leeds Leeds Pet March 14 Ord 
March 14 


WI1s0x, — Leeds Leeds Pet March 14 Ord 
March 1 


Waicar, | Tuomas, Leicester, Commission Agent 
Leicester Pet March 12 Ord March 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Assorr, James W. High rd, Balham March 27 at 11.80 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Baioeyt, Grorce James, Haddenham, Bucks, Licensed 
Victualier March 24 at 12 1, St Aldate’s, Oxfoid 

Barker, Leovanp Pateman, Bedford, Stonemason March 
26at 12.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Boors, Janes, Mansfield d Wuodhouse, Notts, Coal Miner 
March 27 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


Bao uz, Epwis Henry, Kiouninatee, General Dealer 

March 27 th Rye Mr Spencer Thurstield, Solicitor, 

r 

Bossy, Matruew, Morecambe March 27 at 3 Off 
nes » 29, Ty rrel a. Bradtord 

wate ILLIaAM Gronce, Fernside, Ed March 26 

at 12 Off Ree, 14, Bedford row papi 
Burros, Caauies Heupest, Marylebone rd, Dealer in 
Garden Ornaments March 27 at 1 Bankruptcy bilge, 


Carey st 
Cavcorr, Cuaates C, Alexander rd, 8t John’s Wood, 
Commission Agent March 29at11 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Carey st 
Cuaruax, Davin, Withington, Manchester, Commission 
o gS erp 27 at 3 — Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
LOUGH, ILLIAM, New Wortley, Le ds, Fiyer Forger 
March 26 at 12" Off Bec, 22, Fark sow, Leste mest 
CLLesor, ogo mae Ww, req March 29 at 12 
, Carey xt 
FPrack, Cums a ORATIO, 8t John’s — Wandsworth, 
Architect March 264t1 Bankruptcy Sides, Carey wt 
Gizpoxs, Eowanp Ramsey, Celeye Ben” Ba Book- 
seller March 24 at 12 Crypt chutes. Es oe ooh row, 


Hassatt, Eaxzet Wiitiam, Higgs Hole, Law! Bank, 
Baiop, Matioer March 27 at 12 Off Reo 2, Swan 


Hest, Sauven Kapiry,and Exxest Leion Host, Liver- 
: Provision Merchant ch 27 at 11.40 Off Ree, 
%, Victoria #t, Liverpool 


Hvrtcuissox, Witi1am, Dringhouses Moor, Yorks, Dairy- 
man March 26 at 2.20 Off Bec, ‘The Bed’ House 


Duncombe pl. 
Kigxsy, Syoxer 
Auctioneer 

In, Hull 


ey Or he yu Hall, 
March 2 at 11 Trity House 





Leieu, earns Middleton o 
24 at 11.30 Off Rec “Trinlty ious iy 
Lerton, Jonn Tomas 
sen 2 at 12.30 Of Ree, 38, Holyrood st, Newport, 
0 


Mayiaxp, Witiram Tuomas, Newcastle under Lyme, 
Staffs, Dealer March 26 at11.30 Off Rec, New- 
castle, Staffs 

Osporse, Tuomas, Plymouth, \ arnance§ March 26 at 11 
Off Rec, 6, Athenseum ter, Piymout 

Reapina, JosEps, Barnes, Builder Starch 27 at 12.30 132, 
York rd, Westminster Bridge a 

Row anps, Tomas Lxoyp, Tienfarian. Lianychaiarn, 
Cardigan, Mens Constable March 30 at 220 Town 
Hail, A 

On..X., Raurb. Scott’s Green, Dudley, Wore:ster 
Builder March 26at11 Dudley Arms stel, Dudley 

Suanxs, CHaries, Keyham, Devonport, Tronmonger 

2atil Off 6. Atheneum terr, Plymouth 

Surrn, Castes, Witiiam Smite, and Nos. Suita, 
Beckbury, Shifnal, Salop, Farm Bailiff March 27 at 
12.30 Off Res, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

TAaTTERSALL, GzorGE Epwarp, Manchester, Stationer 
March 24 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, ester 

Toe, Ropert, and Dayte Det Mowstco, Edward st, 


our st, Provision Y sco March 26 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
Taomsox, STANLEY See, Edgley rd, Clapham rd, 
Licensed Victualler March 27 at 12 Soahovetey 
bidgs, Carev st 


Tow NSEND, Gzorce, Barnes, Builder March 28 at 12 30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge ¥ 
WHeELER. ALBERT James, Leeds, k and White Artist 
March 26 at1l Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Wurtcomuse-Brow N, Witiras Hewry, Westcliff on Sea, 
x, Doctor March 27 at3 14, Bedford row 





Wituiams, Davip Rossg.1, Maencloch og, Pembroke, 
Schoolmaster April 6 at 12.45 Temperance Hotel, 
Pembroke Dock 

Witwiams, Recinatp, Ryde,Iof W April 2 at 12 33a, 
Holyrood st, Newport, I of W 

Witsos, Faeperick, Saxlingham, Nethergate, Norfolk, 
Farmer March 24 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Worror, Harry, Ny png, a bg March 26 at 12 
Off Rec. 5, Petty Cury, Cam 

Wariceat, WIM Tuomas, Tatoos, Commission Agent 
March 26 at12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Barker, Leowagp Pareman. ae, Stonemason Bed- 
ford Pet Feb 23 Ord March 1 

Bennett, Joun Lovenina, Neath, iin: acon Agent 
Aberavon Pet March12 Ord March I 

BenTHALL, ALBERT, Hi tock hill, Hi stead, Doctor 
High Court Pet Oct 19 Ord March 1 

a ey Gs Yee Essex =F. Court Pet Jan 
16 

Berry, Jonx, Westbourne, Bournemouth, Estate Agent 
Poole PetJan13 Ord March 14 

Bivig, Francis WI..iam, —— on Trent, | mead 

arton on Trent Pet March 10 Ord March 1 

Bovener, Percy, Anfield, Liverpool, Actor a 
Pet March 14’ Ord March 14 

Buewey, 7 Morecambe Bradford Pet March 12 

Bi oa Ww 1. G Fertside, Edgware St Alba: 

USWELL, WILLIAM GEORGE, my e, t ns 
Pet March lu Ord March 

Crover, Wituam, New Wortley, seats, Flyer Forger 
Leeds Pet March13 Ord March 

Cox, Raywoyp Harpine, Gaiety chm s, Strand High 
Court Pet Jan18 Ord March 13 

Davizs, '. Ystrad Rhondda, ae Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Dz Wi.pz, an cpanenanee “x Green gains, Kew, 
Translator Kendal Feb1 Ord March 

Dexyy, Esocu, Gra ei Sands — Builder 
Barrow in Furness Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Dowie, AgsTaur Swayne, Haverfordwest, Pembroke 
Steward Pembroke March 14 Ord 
March 14 

Ferzis, Emenneen putsten, Electrician Swindon Pet 
March 14 Pet March 1 


Hate, 8 Rosert, | Woseutes, Fishmonger 
im ay Bae Pet J seer 14 Ord March 14 aS 

ASBALL, yd ILLIAM igs, ol wley Bank 

Ba'oP, ioner Madeley Pet March 10 Ord 


Mare’ 

nae. a Ww Leicester, Grocer Leicester 

Pet March i3 ‘Ord Mareh 18 ; 

Jcoss, Gaske.Ly SamveL, Cake ry Clapham Junc- 
Sees High Court March 14 Ord 

r 

JEFFREYS, = | Neath, cum, Collier Aberavon Pet 

Mareh 12 Ord March 1 


Jones fe Dom, + Sisters, Siem, Coal Miner 
Aberavon P 4 Ord March 

Lawroy, lt Derby, Commercial mercial, ‘Traveller Derby 
Pet March 10 Ord 10 

Laxtox, Caarces Faepeuice, Spalding, Lincs, Coal Mer- 
chant Peterborough Pet 10 Ord March 10 

Lewis, Ricuarp Eysox, Swansea, Clothier’s Assistant 
Swansea Pet March i2 O:d March 12 

Listett, Epwaap pana Street, Somerset, Builder 

Li wow A ped. Jt, B ,Onk Mapeh 19, terborough P 

LVaTT 'e et 

¥eb12 Ord Marck 14 

Lysx, Water Vicror Shaftesbury av High 
Court Pet June 23 Ord March 12 

MoBerve, ALEXANDER, Workington. ¢ Sphertend, Grocer 

Cockermouth Pet March 138 Ord March 
I Witutam THomas, Newcastle oles 7 Lyme, Bout 
Dealer Pet Feb 21 Ord March 13 


Macros, Wittiam, Stretford, Lancs, Oculist Manchester 
Pet March 13 Ord March 13 
Mitiasp, rm, North rd, rd, Carman High 
Court Pet March 14 Ord March 14 
the Fosse, 


Moon, quia Faspenicx, Stratton 
0 F Walsall, Grooes Walsall 
aTON RANK, 

Ord March 10 








—= 
Parrex, James, Middlesborough, Monumental 
Middles brough Pet March 14 Ord March 14 Mama 
Pearsoy, Wituiam Henay, Kingston upon Hult, Surgeon 
Dentist Kingston upon Hull Pet March’13 Ord 


March 13 
Prac, Daniet, sen, Derby, Tailor Derby Pet March yp 
Ord March 12 


Perynineton, Joun, St Helens, Lancs, Builder Liverp:al 
Pet Jan 31 Ord March 12 
Powe tt, Joun WILLIAM, Poet Talbot, ag 1, Photogeap ver 
Aberavon Pet March13 Ord March 
eo vas — Builder Wandeworth Pet Feb 
17 rd March 


Regs, seam Guteds, Caersws, sostquaanry, Physiciag 
Newtown Pet March12 Ord Marc 

Ricnarpson, GrorGe FReperick, one Horse Dealer 
Chester Pet March12 Ord March 12 

Ritonie, Joun, St Helens, Licensed Victualler Liverpo, 
Pet March 12 Ord March 12 

Roserts, Henry, ama Milkman Sheffield Pet March 
12 Ord Mar 


Rowe, STEPHEN, Tingdale, Skelton, Yorks, ee er Stock. 
ton on Tees’ Pet March 10 Ord March 

Row .anps, Taomas Lioyp, Lianfarian, Cardigan, Police 
Co stable Aberys wyth Pet March9 Ord Marhiay 

Sav.ae, Tuomas, Adswood, Stockport, Chesnire, Farmer 
Stuce port Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Sxcxerson, Epmusp, Scotts Green, Dudley, Worcester, 
Buiider Dudley Pet March 12 Ord March iz 

Suipsipes, WiLLieM Fewxes, Orston, Notts, Carter Not- 
tingbam Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Sotox, Maac, Stoke upon Trent, Tile Works 
Swoke upon Trent Pet March 18 Ord Mareh 13 

Spence, Epwanp Patox, Auld Reekie, Gurnard, Cowes, 
I of W, aes Superintendent Newport Pet 
March 12 Ord Mar 

Tesross, Ropert, and a Det-Monico, Edward st, 
Wardour st, Provision Dealers High Court Pet 
March 12 Ord March 12 

Townsend, GEORGE, Barnes, Builder 
Feb 14 Ord March 12 

Wacker, ArTuur, Tote upon Hull, Fish Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Waker, James, Oldham, Lanc:, Shoemaker Oldham 
Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

Wamsizy, George Doxon, : Seen, Solicitor Black- 
burn Pet Feb 23 Ord Mai 

Watson, Caarn.es ALLEN, dealing. Lines, Builder Peter. 
borough Pet March 14 Ord March 14 

WEATHESLEY, AgTAUR, Lacoien Photographic Artist 
Leicester Pet March 12 O:id March 12 

Weexs, Frep, Stonebridge pk, pee Slate Merchant 
High Court Pet Fed9 Ord ch 12 

WHEELER, ALBERT James, Leeds, wBlack and White Artist 
Leeds Pet March 13 Ord March 13 

Wuirworrts, Joun Leeds Pet March 14 Ord 


4 
Wi.son, Exsiz, Leeds Leeds Pet March MM Ord 
March 14 


Wandsworth Pet 


Worror, Ry Cambridge, Publican Cambridge Pet 
Feb 12 Ord March 12 

Wariaeur, Aeneas Tuomas, Leicester, + eee Agent 
Leicester Pet March 12 Ord March 1 


Amended notice substituted for that bolt in the 
Lon ion Gazette of Feb 15: 


Deonrige.p, Joun, Burnley, Clogger Burnley Pe’ Feb 13 
Ord Feb 13 


London Gazette.—Tunzspay, March 20. 
RECEIVING OKDERS. 


Bartiettr, Tom Hupext, Wells, Somerset, Fruiterer Wells 
Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Bzaumost, Freperick, Sheffield, Silver Chaser Sheffield 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Bsaumont, Harry, Leeds Leeds Pet March 15 On 
March 15 


Binws, ABRanaM, Cross Roads, Keighley, Yorks, Quarry 
Owner Bradford Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Brake, Caanies Frepericx Sapte, Gt Budbridge Manor, 
Merstone, I of W, solicitor Newport Pet Feb8 Ora 
March 14 

Cuaruan, Natuaniet, Towa Gate Mill, Newp ‘rt, I of W, 
Miller Newport Pet March 15 O1d March 15 

Cog, Feanois Jakeway, Bath, Ficrist Bath Pet March 
17 Ord March 17 

Cotiier, SamugL, Worcester, Furniture Remover Worcester 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Cossins, Witi1aMm Eaxest, Duck Hill, Ripon, Yorks, Hay 

Northallerton Pet March 15 Ord Maren 15 

Dix, Cuanpos 8T Groace, Rouths Walk, Whitby, Yorks, 
Organ Builder stockton on Tres Pet March 15 Ord 
March 15 

Fawcett, Ae Euity, Warwick rd, South Kensingtoa 
High Court Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Goopygar, Tuomas, Knaresborough, Tobacconist York 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 

Geienson, ALEXANDER, King’s Cross ut, Ironmonger High 
Court’ Pet Feb 22’ Ord March 1 

Haiti, Cuartes Banxs, Thorpe Bassett, Yorks, Farmer 
Scarborough Pet “March 15 Ord March 15 

Haw, Jamzs Carrs, Lowestoft, Fishing Bat Owner Gt 
Yarmouth Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Harnisox, Joun Duxe, Addison rd, Kensington High 
Court Pet Feb 20 Ord March 16 

Henpersox, W 0, Loudoun rd, 8t John's Wood, Com- 
mssion Agent’ High Court Pet Feb 2) Ord March 16 

Houmpuneys, Toscan Grirrira, Shake-peare rd, Acton 
Brentford Pet Feb i9 Od M rch 16 

Leranp, Atyarp, Elm Tree, Chaltont St Giles, Bucks, 
Baker Aylesbury Pet March 17 O1d March 17 

men oT H, West Hoachly, sussex, Builder Tunbridge 

Wells Pet Feb 26 Ord reh 14 

Newman, Eowarp Goopacar, Brighton, Hackney Carriage 

Pro © Brighton Pet March 16 Ord March 16 


Nicuois, AL¥axp, ll st, Regent st, Solicitor 
Court Pet 


March 15 Ord March 15 
O’CoxnztL, Tuomas, Southport, New, 
Merchant Manchester Pet 


' Lawrto 
at. 


rovision 
Moe tandh If 
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Paor, Wares, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet March 16 
16 


the Epwakrp, Halifax, Hosiery Dealer Halifax Pet 
March 16 Ord March 16 
Prot ALBERT te — ate Joiner Scarborough 
et, March 17 c 

ann Freperick Jony, Canton, Cardiff, Butcher’s 
Assistant Barnstaple Pet March 16 Ord "March 16 

Ricnarpson, Witi1am, Leeds Leeds Pet March 15 Ord 

arch 15 

‘ons, Hersert Cuarces, Hythe, Colchester, Paw J 

enek Colchester Pet Moreh 15 Ord March 

Sraxpury, CHARLES Henry Symons, —— 1. anit 
Plymouth Pet March 16 Ord March 16 

Svurrox, Sreruen, Shirley, Southampt 
southampton Pet March 15 Ord 

Twrert, ALFRED CHARLES, Dursley, Glos, 
Gloucester Pet March 17 Ord March 1 

Tuck, G@zorcE CHARLES, and Jane Lots Te cx, Tetbury, 
Glos, Tailors Swindon Pet March 17 Ord March 17 

Wiuuams, Sampson, South Trefula, Redruth, Cornwall, 
Fruit Dealer Truro Pet March 17 Ora March 17 

Wirt, Jonx, and Tomas Many, Bracknell, Berks, 
Builders Windsor Pet March16é Ord March 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


~_ oe Dealer 


Grocer 


Ansort, CHARLES Epwarp, Aberavon, Glam, Ha 
Merchant March 28 at 12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 
Swansea 


Bariett, Tom Huser, Wells, Somerset, cad March 
23at12 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo 
Bares, Eu, iene Eaton, Derby, Butcher. March 28 at 3 
ff Rec, 47, Fall st, Derby 
nha oh cer, Beeston = Lecds March 28 at 12 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Bentox, Grorck AARON, Shareshill, Staffs, Electrical 
Engineer March 28 at10 Off Ree, Wolverhampton 
Biyys, Apganam. Keighley, Yorks, Quarry Owner March 

30at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Braéford 


Cottier, SaMuEL, Worcester, Furniture Remover Maich 
$1 at 10.30 45, Corporation st, Worcester 


Davies, Isaac, Ystrad Rhondda. Glam, Collier March 28 
at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Deut, Tuomas Anprews, Surbiton, Butch re March 23 at 
11.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridg 

Dix, Caanpos Str Grorak, Whitby, Yorks: ‘0: gan Builder 
Aprildat3 O/f Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesb. ough 

Euus, Geirrita Rawson, Penhryndeudraeth, Merioneth, 
Licensed Victualler March 29 at12 Crypt chmbrs, 
Eastgate row, Chester 

Evans, WILLIAM, Wood Green, nr Wednesbury, Farmer 
March 28 at 11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Ferris, SHADRACH, Swindon, Electrician March 28 at 1 30 
Off Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swindon 

Goopyear, "Tuomas, Knaresborough, Tobacconist March 
: = 2.30 Off Rec, The Red House, Duncombe pl, 


Grizrsox, ALEXANDER, King’s Crossrd,Ironmonger April 
8atil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hate, Frascis Ronart, Evesham, Worcester, Fishmonger 

arch 28 at 10.45 45, Copenhagen st, Worcester 

Harnisow, Joun Doxe, Addison rd, Kensington April 2 
at 2. 30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hart, Grorar, Alvaston, Derby, Grocer March 28 at 11 
Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Heyperson, we , Loudoun 1d. St Jobn's Wood, Commission 
Agent "April 2atil Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hravert, Ervest Antour Sypney, Keysoe, Beds, Coach- 
builder April 3 at 10 30 Shirehall, Bedford 

Hotoway, Hervey Tomas Payse, Weedon, Northampton, 
Licensed Victualler March 28 at 3 The Globe, Hotei 
rd, Weedon 

Howes, Witt1am Ernest, Rotherham, Yorks, Grocer 
March 28 at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, sheftield 

Hoaxey, Coancers Henry, and SYDNEY Herrert Hoskex, 
Richmond, Builders March 28 at 11.80 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge 

Iuivve, Grorar, Leicester, Grocer March 28 at 12 Off 
Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leiester 

Tacoss, Gaskrns, Samur., Lavender sweep, Clapham junc. 

March 30 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


—.. Tuomas, Neath, Glam, Collier March 31 at 11 


, Sl, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Lawtox, Wituras, Derby, Commercial Traveller March 30 
atll Off Ree, 47, Foil st, Derby 
Lannarp, Srepary, Bexhill, Builder April 10 at 3 County 
Court Office, 24° Cambridge 1d, Hastings 
Lewis, Ricuarp Eynoy, Swansea, Clothia’s Assistart 
h 28 at 11.30 Of Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Livtett, Eowarp Wiiiram, Street, Somerset, Builder 
28 at 11.30 Off Rec, 234, Baldwia st, Bristol 
Livetr, N, Peterborough, Dressmaker March 30 at 11.45 
¢ Law Courts, Peterborough 
Mackixwoy, ANDREW, Salisbury House, London wall, 
ker March 20 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


Care 
Manz, Wate, Blackburn, Tailor March 28 at 10.45 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
LLOR, Witiiam, Man ester, Oculist March 28at3 Off 
¢, Byrom st, Manchester 
emares Josern Cuarues, Rameey, Hunts, Potato Mer- 
t March 30 at 2.15 "The Licn Hotel, Ramsey 
— i. Joun, North rd, Ca edonian rd, Carman April 
2at12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 
00x, GitseRt Frepenick, Stratton on the Fosse. Somerset 
Baker March 28 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Paldwin st, 


Nawaay, Fowarp Goon Acr®, Brighton, Hackney Caniage 
Brats” April5 at 10.80 Off Reo, 4, Pavilion bldgs, 
Nicnous, Airrep, Argyll st, Regent +t, Policitor March £0 

at 2 30 Bankrusts bidgs, 7 st 
arch 20 at 11.30 Off 


Oatox, ware Wi 1, Grecer 
Parrow, Jamun, Middiesbror gh. Mcnumen‘al Mason 
March 30at 12.30 Off Reo, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


Prao, Dan 
tt. Pull a ) al Tailor March 20 at 11 Off Ree, 





Powsgt1, ag bt Port Talbot, ——, Photogra: 
March 2 Off Ree, , Alexandra et 


jon” 
Puastey, Freperick Joun, Canton, Cardiff, Glam, ~~ ed 8 
a ant March 29 at 3 06 High #, B st, Barnstap! 
8, Epwarp Davies ersws, Montgom Tyician 
March 29 at 1.30 County Court, Severn id igh st, 


Newtown 

beans cane Bournemouth, Cab Driver March 
28 at Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
eaiioniion 


Ricnarpson, Wittiam, Leeds March 28 at 12.30 Off Rec, 
, Park row, Leeds 

Ritey, Epwarp Lewis, Burnley, Sopeten March 28 at 
11 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, 

Roserts, Hexnx, Norton, Derby, Milkman March 28 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Figtree lp, sheffield 

Rows, abs Lingdale, Skelton, Yorks, Grocer April 
4at3 Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

SAnpDERSON, Joseru KEAD, Whitley nog Northumberland, 
Chemist March 28at12 Off Ree, 30, 
castle on Tyne 


Clerk May 28 at 11.95 Cups Hotel, © 
Srrnce, Epwarp Paton, Auld Reekie, Gurnard, Cowes, I 
of W, Steamship Superintendent April 2 at 1 Off 
Rec, 34a, Holyrood st, Newport, I of W 
Srrettox, Puitie Evstace, Cranbrook, Kent, Artist 
oF gee 10 at 2.30 County Court Office, 24, Cambridge 
2 


ec, Greaves st, Oldham 


March 28 at 3 Off Ree, 1 Berridge st, Leicester 
Wuitworrtn, Jouy, Leeds March 26 at 11 Off Ree, 22, 
Park row, Leeds 


ment Dealer March 28 
birmingham 
Witsox, Etsie, koota March 28 at 11.30 Off Ree, 22, 
Park row, 
Wricart, Grorcr Assekn, Blackpool, Bookbinder March 
28at 1030 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


28 at 11 191, Corporation st, 


Birmingham Pet Feb14 Ord Marh 
Pet March 16 Ord March 1 
Pet March 17 Ord March 17 


15 Ord March 15 
Bentox, Grorae Aaroy, 
Engineer Wolverhampton 
March 17 | 
Bippuien, Tuowas, Hulme, ee a Builder Man- 
chester Pet Feb 10 Ord March 1 
Binns, Apranam, Cross Roads, Keighley, —— Quarry | 
Owner Bradford Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Cavcurr, Caaries Curistmas, Alexandra rd, St John’s 
‘ood, Commission Agent High Court "Pet Feb 22 
Ord March 16 | 
Cuarmay, Nataantet, Town Gate Mill, Newport, I of W, 
Miller Newport tet March 15 Ord Mareh 15 
Cue, Fraxcis Jakeway, Bath, Floris; Bath Pet March 
17 Ord Mareh 17 
Courrier, Samuet, Worcester, Furniiure Remover Worcester 
Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
Corstns, Wietram Ernest, Duck Hill, Ripon, Yorks, Hay 
Dealer Northallerton Pet March 15 Ord March 15 
Det, Taomas Anprews, Surbiton, Butcher Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Feb 19 Ord March 15 
Dix, Cranvos ‘St Grorear, Whitby, Organ P pa 
Stockton on Tees Pet March 15 Ord March 
Epwoxps, Atrert Epwarp, Birmingham, Fruiterer 
irmingham Pet March 12 Ord March 15 
PGoopygear, Taomas, ae Tobacconist York | 
Pet March 15 Ord March 1 
Greaves, FLORENCE, Binckburn, Coal Dealer Blackburn 
Pet Feb 26 Ord March 16 
Hay, Caagies Banks, Thorpe Bassett, Yorks, Farmer 
Scarborough Pet March 19 Ord March 15 


Pet Feb 14 Ord} 


Watxrr, a Oldham, Shoemaker April 3 at 11 Off | 


Austix, Amnrose Pratt, Handsworth, Som, Jeweller | Wixwanp, Wriutam, Wigan, Cont Wi Pet Nov 
16 Ord March 17 


Barrtirrt, Tom Hu nert, Wells, ~ pecan Fruiterer Wells | 








, Mosley st, New- | 
Simmons, Hekvert Cuartes, Hythe, Or Celsbaten Railway | 


Wearnertry, Artnur, Leicester, Photographic Artist | 


Wiser, Bexsamty, Aston, Birmingham, Musical Instru- | 


Beaumont, Freperick, Sheffield. Silver Chaser Sheffield | 
Beacmont, Harry, Beeston Hill, Lecds Leeds Pet March 
Shareshill, Staffz, Electrical | 


Hatts, James Carrs, Lowestoft, Fisbing Boat Owner 
Gt Yarmouth Pet March 17 Ord March 17 


Hoownan, ALFRED, i 

Builder Court Pet Fees *Ord March 16 

Kempe, Harry, 
Pet March 


Leparp, a Chalfont St Giles, Baker Aylesbury Pet 

Lo he Foatispocl. Des Sunderland Pet Feb 
wry, Jony, 

N a on 4% aes Carriage 
EWMAN, EDWARD DACRE, 

Proprietor Brighton Pea Merch 18 ord Masch 16 
O'CoxnEtt, TxHomas, | ae ny a Merchant 
P ay pao de Grimsby yh March 1 
AGE, WaLTER, Grim Grimsby 
Ord Mareh 1 


Payyg, omen Halifax, Hosiery Dealer Halifax Pet 

March 16 Ord March 16 
ra Apert Epwarp, Scar' h a Scar- 
Glam, Butcher's 


—— Pet March17 Ord Mar 
Puesiey, panes Joux, Canton, Cnraif 

Barnstaple Pet March 16 Ord March 16 
Pet March 15 O:d 


Spo1oys —— Cuaries, 1 Cclcheste a Railwa > 
8 CF on Hower Bt ~S.- 4. ae 
TANBURY, cand ENRY Symons, an 
Plymouth Pet Marca 16 — 17 
Scrrox, Srepnex, Shirley, ‘Ont March 18" Dealer 
uthampton Pet March Ord 
Tatrresatt, Groner Epwarp, Manchester, Station r 
Manche:ter Pet March 8 March 15” 
Tirvetrs, Atrrep Caaries, Dursley, Glos, Grocer 
Gloucester Pet March 17 7 “Ord March 17 
Tuck, Grorcr Ae and Jane Lois Tock, Tetbury, 
Glos, Swindon March 17 Ord March 17 
Watton, Sesneex Anprew, and Jons Stayptey Wattox, 
Newcastle on Tyne, Fruit Merchants Newcastle on 
Tyne Pet March 7 Ord March 16 
Warcixs, Troma: 
Cardiff Pet Fe’ 5 
Wituraxs, Sampson, South Trefula, Redruth, Cornwall, 
Fruit Dealer Truro Pet March 17 Ord March 17 


ee. Wituram, Leeds Leeds 
arch 15 


Wirt, Joux, and Tuomas Mays, Bracknell, Berks, Builders 
Windsor Pet March 16 Ord March 16 


Amended notice substituted for o * gaaaamen in the 
London Gazette of Fe! 


Cortie, Groror Tomas, Cardiff, oe Agent Cardiff 
Pet Oct 9 Ord Frb 13 


ADIUDATE, tg A AND RECEIVING 
R RESCINDED. 


Srceaca, Lupwic said St James’ sq High Court Rec 
oa 17,1905 Adjud Oct 5,1905 Rese and Annul 
a Bu) 








QOALE of CHARGES for ADVERTISE- 
\O MENTS of WANTS, Situations, Partnerships, Money, 
Offices, Houses, &e., offered or required. 


Once. 3. 6. 
20 Words 1s. 6d, 3s. Od. 5s. 0d. 
” Qe, Sd. 4s, 6d, 7s. 64. 
0 ,, 3s. Od. 6s, Od, 10s. Od. 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane, 








Subscribed Capital - 
(1) To the letting of Safes and Vaults. 


Moderate Cha 


For further particulars apply to— 


To Solicitors. 


THE NATIONAL SAFE DEPOSIT CO., LIMITED, 


1, QUEEN VICTORIA STREET, B.C. 


ESTABLISGED 1872. 


£1 98,000. 


Is limited by its Memorandum of Association— 


(2) To performing the office of Trustee or Executor. 
All Legal Work connected with Trusts or Executorships will be placed with the Solicitors introducing the same 


“Absolute Security. 


No Financial or Speculative Business undertaken. 
SAFES AND STRONG ROOMS FROM &1 ts. A YEAR. 


A. E. ORAM, Directer-Menager. 





THE LONDON SCHOOL OF LAW. 


FUrtION, for BAR, SOLICITORS’, UNI- 
RSITY, and other LAW EXAMINATIONS, 
so! (class or individual) or by CORRESPONDENCE. 
of Classes and further information apply 

to ie pyareae, 1, Old Serjeants’-inn, W.C. 
LAW CLERKS’ CERTIFIOATE.—Attention is called 
the New Scheme for Instruction, ——, and Cer- 
tification of Unarticled Law Clerks, potus, giving full 
lars, can be obtained on applic tomy to the Seor tary. 








N.B.—The School eS rovides Tuuion for the Matriculation, 
Bar, Solicitors’ and University Preliminary Examinations, 
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= ae = 
——w ’ 
a To Solicitors and Accountants. REST SOCIETY, | °WELFTH IMPRESSION. (Revisep axp Conrzcr RO 
Mr. OC. E. IBA ACS (Retired Inspector of Taxes), THE REVERSIONARY INT ERES ’ in 8vo. Price 18s. 
CONSULTING EXPERT on INCOME TAX.~—It is essen- 
tial in many cases that steps should be taken before the 5th (EstasiisHEeDd 1828), 
proximo.—Address, No. 17, South-street, Finsbury-pave- | Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal FE 
ment, E.C. Tel. 7581 Central. Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, and at, | ‘ 
* - Advance Money upon these Securities. 
N DIA.—Wanted, as Managing Clerk, with Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. With English Introduction, Translation, and Novs, 
aa — ees Oe la Foes ot om in India, The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to B he Late THOMAS COLLETT 
icitor. not over 35, with sound knowledge and experience 
of Commercial Law ; abilities as advocate useful but not 30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. y the ° M.A., Barrister-at-I SANDARS, EX. 
cxveatiel ; Public aod, ant Ustvonty 3 man preferred ; 4 AETISEEMHLAW. 
ty during peri of clerkship.—Apply, statin ° ¢ 2 T & 
Path and nature of experience and nemes of selreneen, EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY London: LONGMANS, GREEN, & CO. 
° to A A, B.. care of E. F. Turner & Sons, 115, Leadenhall- INTEREST SOCIEBLY, Limited. | ON MARCH 26th. mantis 
- a Se eee With 7 Portrait Dlustrations, demy 8vo, 1 
DOPTION OF CHILD.—A lady of ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. “a a emy 8vo, 14¢. net. 
wealth wishes to permanently Adopt a Female Child | Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
between six months and one and a-half years’ old; the girl | perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
must be healthy, of gentle birth (legitimate or illegitimate), LOANS granted thereon. s 
of attractive appearance and promising character.— Apply, Interest on Loans may be Capitalized. ‘ 
by letter, with description, to C. T.. care of ‘* Solicitors’ C. H. CLAYTON, Joint 
Journal ”’ Office, 27, Chancery-lane, W.C. F. H. CLAYTON; § Secretaries. By J. B. ATLAY, He 
REWARD.— Miss Elizabeth Butter- Barrister-at-Law, Author of ‘* Lord Cochrane's Trial before 
£50 worth, Deceased.—To Solicitors and others.— ENERAL REVERSIONARY AND Lord ee ee, ih. egy he ty Acland, 
The above-named, Jate of 4, Russell- road, Kensington, is Kina Ate ‘ Cc. | 
Supposed to have madea Will some time between the years INVESTMENT COMPANY, Limited. ®_* The work will be completed in a Second Volume, 
1893 and 1902; a Reward of £50 will be paid to any person No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. egy gees 
who will deliver such Will, or who shall give such informa- ’ . f London: SMITH, ELDER, & CO., 15, Waterloo-pl,, 8.W, The 
bow = iL lead to the recovery thereof, on or before the Established 1836, and ier empywet by Special Act of - - Forei, 
pril, 1906, to Messrs. Perens & Botton, 2a, Guild- d 
hall-chambers, Basinghall-street, London, Solicitors to the Share and Debenture Capital - £621,220. FALLEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, Los 
Next-of-kin. Reversions and Lirr Pouicies we ope te aout Limite. FU 
ter Loans on Reversioss granted either at ann . : 
W ANTED, an experienced Solicitor (ag ge | interest or for dafterred charges. . na PRINTERS, = 
35- 40) to take the post of Managing, Conveyancing, ROBERT R. 1 ‘.1,A., Actuary and Secretary. 
ing nor van | ee in a large London ‘in He pa have . ; LAW — napa iam 
owledge of Company work and be accustomed to interview PARLIAMENTARY BIL. INUTES OF EvIDENCE, KS OF jena 
and advise Clients, and to conduct business without super- 19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, ANSWERS, &o., &. 
vision ; no ore who is not thoroughly efficient and capable ’ E 
need apply ; ‘commencing salary £100 a year.—Apply first | ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, £.c. | BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES, ) 
> letter, giving full particulars and qualifications, to 5 WW 
A. B.C., ‘care of Hardy, 7, Staple-inn, Holborn, W.C Hesste me E zs 8168,000 we SPAPERS, 
Aed all General and Commercial Work, 
AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS!!| sm HENRY WALDEMAR. LAWRENCE, Bart., J.P., Every description of Printing. 
ar ag —_ of Law, Commercial, and other Books 2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, B.C. Printers of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL Sui 
suppli ostly LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 'rintera 0: E L N. 
Bend for List, New Books at 20 per cent. Discount. Sent | _ Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, or and WEEKLY REPORTER, TH 
on approval, BOOKS BOUGHT.—W. A. Foyte, Cecil- ——— ng heyyy i Copyhold Property. : 
¥ 10) 
pans ashen lh which include seme Founiem, snd —— _ae NORWICH STREET. FETTER LANE, LONDON, B.C. 
ADY DETECTIVE, educated, experienced, | £190: 10years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 1 yeaee, P 
Undertakes Private and Confidential Inquiries; Divorce, a 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500, = rR A. INT D Ss 
aes, S. ; Ne me oat, Sha ood ; male and ea ner free of 
le ants.—Miss Easton, 241 tesbury-avenue, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-street. : S. W. BRVSREMAR, amps (re. ten.) A 1 LE 
AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt Daily, at 3 and 8. 
A4_ payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following ASKELYNE and DEVANT’S SO UPS 
— a ! ee 
A CG dS ra r é ’ ( skelyne and Cooke's. 
Briefeand Drafts “2 Spera0folios, | ST: GEORGE'S HALL, LANGHAM PLACE, W. | OF all Descriptions. 
Deeds Round Hand 0 2 per folio. 
Deeds ‘ MASCOT MOTH: Mr. David Devaut, in full g'are of the 
Full — 2 : od — | footlights, and oe aid of covers, graspsa living bey 4 Finest Quality only. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. per sheet; Draft, gd. ditto | 7ePtesenting @ moth, who sbrivele into nothingness in his , 
’ ’ ’ | arms in less than one second. Enchanted Hive: A per- Sold everywhere 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 64. per skin. | plexing playlet. Burmese Gong: Who’s who! BSylph: y 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.. | = Sey 4 the 3 ee eee An ay - 
| Telepathic Séance, ades 0: ifters: Pantomime with a | 
REEHOLD GROUND-RENTS. — £150 | purpose. Artist's Dream: A Poetical lusion. M. Gintaro | BRAND & CO, Ltd, MAYFAIR, 
annum, secured upon 25 established houses in | YTe4t Japanese Juggler. Anima hotograp! siete The Cream of Cocoas. 
ihsiving N. W. district ; suit trustees ; lowest price £3,750, — | Pictures. Mystic Kettle: Quenches any thirst. 
G, H, Parcrrer, 95, Finsbury-pave ment, EC. 5 
; fhe COLISEUM, Charing Cross. — 
ITY OFFICES, particularly adapted for | THREE PERFORMANCES DAILY, at 3, 6, and 
Solicitors.—Apply, Gronox Back & Co., 13, Devon- | 9pm. ‘The 6 o’clock Programme is entirely different’ from s a THE 
shire-square, E.C. tie at 3and9o’clock. Ali seats in all parts are numbered Contains all the nutriment 














7 \ : | and reserved. Stamped addressed envelopes should accom- 
OANS ADVANCED at moderate interest pany all postal applications for eeats. Prices : Boxes, | 
4 om Freeholds and Long Leaseholds. The Mortgage | £2 2s., £1 lis. 6d.,and £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d , and 7s. 6d. ; 
Assurance Scheme is attractive, providing as it does tor | stalls bs., 4s., 38 and 2s. (Telephone 7,68 9 Gerrard) ; ; grand 


periodical extinctien of the Joan by moderate annual pay- tier, 1s. ; ” balcony, 6d. (Telephone 7,699 Gerrard), m MS Jbildren | 
ments.— Apply, Manacenr, Star Life A:suiame Society, 32, | under 12 half-price to all fauteuils and sta! ‘elegrame 
te-street. ' | “ Coliseum, London.”’ : of the Choicest Nibs. 
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are respectfully requested to kindly Recom- ‘ 
mend our Firm to Executors and others IESE bia e F, 
requiring Valuations. nt 


I7 and I8, Piccadilly, Ww. and 30, Cor hill, ‘isaden, EC. 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 
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